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|.R.A.: Why No Ban? 


Rosaleen McNern was 22 and about to be 
married. On Saturday, March 4th, she went 
shopping in Belfast for her wedding 
trousseau. Her sister, 21, was with her. 

That evening she lay in hospital minus 
two legs and an arm and without the sight of 
one eye. A young life in ruins. 

Her sister came off slightly better: she 
just lost two legs. 

What happened to these two girls? Like 
145 others, they got in the way of a bomb 
planted by the IRA in the Abercorn Bar 
restaurant in the centre of the city. 

At roughly the same time another young 
lady, Miss Bernadette Devlin was speaking at 
a meeting in England held to raise funds for 
the IRA. This meeting was one of several 
held up and down the country. It was not 
stopped. None of them were stopped. They 
are still going on. 

To 99 per-cent of the British public 
outside the walls of mental institutions this 
is the most unbelievable situation. We pinch 
ourselves to make sure that it is not a ghastly 
dream. The world asks: have the British 
gone crackers? 

In fact the British, taken as a whole, are 
the last people to be consulted on such 
matters. It is not the British as a whole that 
decide. A power decides which sits on a 
lofty perch far above the heads of the British 
public, where it dresses itself in the finery of 
a superior morality and a more enlightened 
conscience. “‘Ban IRA meetings?” it answers. 
“But don’t you see — that would be a 
violation of one of the most basic rights of 
our British way of life!” 

So there we have it. Rosaleen McNern 
and people like her just have to put up with 
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the risk to life and limb when going about 
their daily business in order that bomb 
brigades, like every other social oddity, may 
not have their rights impaired. Isn’t Rosaleen 
lucky to live in free, tolerant, ‘liberal’ Britain 
— even if she and those near to her feel that 
she has paid a somewhat high price for that 
privilege! 

Liberal Britain this side of the Irish Sea, 
in case it thinks it will be immune to the 
kind of things happening in Ulster, ought to 
think again. The same extreme left-wing 
elements exploiting the Ulster trouble intend 
to spread their campaign across the Sea and 
indeed have already begun to do so. While 
these maniacs are allowed to run loose, 
nobody, but nobody, is safe from them. 
What happens in Londonderry today will be 
seen in London tomorrow. 


ULSTER LOYALTY 
Lynch hopes to quench it with The Pill! 


The Lynch Appeal 
to Ulster 


As’bombs continue to mutilate innocent 
people in the North of Ireland, the symphony 
of claptrap from the South continues un- 
abated. The latest gem comes from a speech 
made by Premier Jack Lynch to the Fianna 


Fail Party convention in Dublin. Speaking 
of the need to reconcile the Protestants of 
Ulster to membership of an all-Ireland repub- 
lic, he spoke of the moves in which his 
Government had been engaged to legalise 
the sale of contraceptives in the Republic. 
“I want,” he said, “to assure the majority in 
Northern Ireland that when they sit down for 
talks they will find us reasonable and on- 
coming in these matters.” 

Well, well! Now the majority in Ulster 
knows where it stands. For half a century it 
has staunchly fought against all schemes to 
incorporate it in the Irish Republic because 
of its passionate commitment of loyalty to 
Great Britain. On the battlefields of two 
world wars it has proved that loyalty by the 
magnificent contribution of its famous regi- 
ments to victory. It symbolises its devotion 
to Britain by hundreds of thousands of 
common households flying the Union Jack 
from their roofs — a sight rarely seen in 
England, Scotland or Wales. Of all com- 
munities in the United Kingdom and the 
Commonwealth it is the most fiercely proud 
of its British heritage. That heritage is the 
life blood of the entire tradition, identity 
and culture of Ulster. 

But as to the motivation behind all this 
— on that, it appears, we have been mis- 
informed. For what did Ulster regiments 
really carry their colours over the fields of 
France and Flanders, over the deserts of 
North Africa, through the jungles of the 
Far East — soaked in the blood of thousands 
of heroes? For what purpose are the yearly 
parades, vast in numbers, through the towns 
and villages of Northern Ireland demon- 
strating loyalty to the Queen? For what 
cause did Carson’s volunteers mobilise them- 
selves at the birth of the Province in 1922, 
vowing ‘Ulster will fight! And Ulster will be 
right!’ One can only guess at the reaction of 
loyal Ulstermen when they are told that it 
was to defend the institution of lawful con- 
traceptive pills and other associated rights. 

If Mr. Lynch really regards the Northern 
Irish protestants as his fellow countrymen, 
his estimation of them as such is truly 
touching to behold. 


Oil for Britain 


In these times, when national catastrophe 
is more frequent than national success, our 
commentaries have to deal with bad news 
much more than good news. Once in a while 
therefore, it is with pleasure that we can 
comment on a development with gladness 
instead of condemnation. 

Such a development is the massive pro- 
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gress in the exploitation of North Sea oil. 
This, at the latest estimate, could make 
Britain three-quarters self-sufficient in oil 
needs before very long, lessening our depen- 
dence on the unstable Middle East and 
generally making for much greater economic 
independence. 

Spearhead has constantly maintained 
that national political sovereignty is largely 
illusory while our economy is tied hook, line 
and sinker to the world economy, and that 
developments that lead to greater economic 
independence are to be welcomed. 

At the moment one cloud that hangs 
over the North Sea oil scene is the fact that 
there is an enormous degree of foreign 
business involvement in the project, particu- 
larly American, and British representation is 
no more than 43 per-cent. Steps must be 
taken to drastically reduce this foreign 
element, otherwise the virtue in having our 
own domestic oil resources will be largely 
lost. If this reduction is pursued and the full 
potential of the area exploited by British 
business the benefit to Britain will be great. 


Who Are the Real 


Rebels? 


The agitators of the ‘New Left’ are 
always anxious to cultivate an image of 
themselves as the representatives of the 
downtrodden ‘little man’ against the vast 
wealth and power of the ‘establishment’. 
We have long contested this claim, and 
asserted that these self-styled revolutionaries 
are in fact simply a branch of the estab- 
lishment itself — set up as a safety channel 
into which all forces of dissent can be herded 
and where they can let off steam without 
ever seriously challenging the establishment's 
power. On the other hand, we have said, if 
there is a real challenge to the establishment 
it lies not on the left but on the radical 
right, which represents the only revolutionary 
force that the establishment fears and hates. 

This view has been confirmed by recent 
series in the Sunday Telegraph and Daily 
Express, two papers which no doubt leftists 
would claim to be the epitomy of estab- 
lishment interests and values. The Sunday 
Telegraph series, entitled, “Today’s Revo- 
lutionaries” consisted of a deep and ex- 
tensive survey of extreme leftist groups and 
their views, spread over several weeks and 
amounting to hundreds of thousands of 
pounds of free publicity. The Daily Express 
series was similar, except that it was con- 
densed into a collection of daily instalments 
lasting a few days, and concentrated on a 
few individuals of known far left convictions 
rather than organisations. 

The Express series began with a typical 
tongue-in-cheek introduction, implying that 
it did not necessarily always agree with the 
views of those being reported but going on 
to respectfully quote them by the yard. 
“The Daily Express,” it said, “has frequently 
opposed those who would undermine 


accepted standards of morality, law and 
order and will continue to do so. Not all of 
today’s rebels, however, are unthinking or 
irresponsible . . . many are passionately 
concerned with the society in which we 
all live.” 

This latter series, called “The Other 
Voice”, was, like that of the Sunday Tele- 
graph, devoted entirely to so called ‘rebels’ 
on the left. Neither paper has ever seen fit 
to give as much as one hundredth the space 
to the views or activities of rebels on the 
opposite side. 

The Evening Standard, part of the 
Express group, showed a similar tendency 
a few months ago immediately following 
the Oz Trial, when it gave a whole page to 
hippy leftist Richard Neville for several 
nights in which he gave his views on all and 
sundry. The Standard has scarcely ever 
acknowledged the existence, let alone re- 
ported the views, of the National Front. 

Why; if these people of the far left 
represent such a challenge to the ‘estab- 
lishment’, does that establishment give them 
such generous treatment? 

The Sunday Telegraph in one small 
passage in its series was perhaps more frank 
than it intended. “And there is money in 
Marxism,” it said, “with a stream of historical 
and analytical studies of Communism’s 
founders, together with reprints of their 
works, rolling off the presses of highly 
respectable publishing houses. Marxist 
politics in Britain seethes with polemical 
journals and pamphlets which sell in very 
substantial numbers. They are seldom given 
away.” 

Respectable publishing houses, with big 
money behind them. Again, in a word, the 
establishment! Would it go to such trouble 
to nurture forces that spelled its destruction? 

Or does it see its salvation in deliberately 
publicising these people and their movements 
so as to encourage the idea that everyone 
who dislikes “the system” should join them 
— with the result that he feels that he is 
fighting the system whereas he is in fact onl 
representing one of its branches. : 

What really is the system? What really 
is the establishment? It is internationalist, 
liberal, egalitarian, multi-racial and money- 
dominated. That fits the New Left to a ‘T’. 
What, on the other hand, is anti-establishment 
and revolutionary? The answer is nationalism, 
authority, inequality and race — together 
with a state power that is above the influence 
of money forces. 

Who, then, is the establishment? And 
who are the revolutionaries? 


Press Institute Admits 
Pressure on Papers 


All that Spearhead has said about the 
erosion of press freedom in the so-called 
‘free world’ was underlined in the annual 
report of the International Press Institute, 
published recently 


The report said that the press was subject 
to threats from governments, pressure groups, 
sponsors and advertisers. The will of the 
journalist to say what he thinks was being 
slowly and imperceptibly weakened. Inde- 
pendent journalists were being threatened 
with the loss of their jobs — with sponsors 
and advertisers pulling strings to make the 
media dance the way they wish. 

What the report did not say was in which 
direction this pressure and intimidation was 
being applied. In that omission it made 
clear that the Institute was itself as much 
subject to pressure as the journalists it 
claimed to protect. Had the report ob- 
served the standards of frankness and un- 
diluted representation of the truth that it 
sets as an ideal for the world of journalism, 
it would surely have gone on to say that the 
press was quite free to publish what news 
and views it wanted provided that nothing it 
published offended the international 
financial network and jeopardised its drive 
towards the monopolistic One World State. 
Those who are well and truly on the ‘inside’ 
of the world of professional journalism have 
developed over the years an almost Pavlovian 
reaction to the demands of this rule, so that 
they immediately know what fields of 
reporting it covers and what not. Oc- 
casionally, however, they make a mistake in 
this respect, and everyone (or almost every- 
one) is amazed when the massive weight of 
the moneyed establishment is brought down 
on their necks. No doubt it is such occasions 
that have given rise to the Institute report. 


What Price Tories? 


A group of Young Conservatives showed 
their true colours recently by voting not to 
fight for Queen and Country. 

Their decision came at a debate with 
Young Liberals at Southend, Essex. The 
Tories present outnumbered the Liberals by 
three to one. Nevertheless, the motion 
against fighting proposed by the Liberal Vice 
Chairman was carried by 17 votes to 14, with 
three Tory abstentions. 

One is left wondering what is the worth 
of the Tory leadership when it allows ten- 
dences of this kind. It clearly has done a 
poor job if it has failed to instil patriotism 
into its younger members, and if, having 
failed, it still tolerates them in the party. 

Perhaps the true cause is that the Tories 
pay lip service to ‘patriotism’ while es- 
chewing nationalism, which is its necessary 
complement. Patriotism without nationalism 
will always rest on a basis which is weak, 
both morally and intellectually. 

Of one thing we can be sure — Tories 
will puff and splutter about this manifes- 
tation in their party. But they will do 
absolutely nothing serious to counter it. It 
is precisely their own shallow — and at times 
positively phoney — commitment to 
patriotism that has driven so many young 
people away from it. 
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GENERAL Hilton was educated at Malvern 
College and the Royal Military Academy, 
Woolwich. He served with distinction in the 
First World War, being wounded in action. 
After the war, he served in the Indian 
Mounted Artillery from 1924-30. From 
1930 to 1933 he was a Staff Captain at the 
War Office, then he was in the British Exped- 
itionary Force sent to Europe at the outbreak 
of World War II, as Chief Instructor to the 
School of Artillery (Air). From 1941 to 
1944 he was Commander RA in the 15th 
(Scottish) Division and was again wounded 
in action. At the end of the war he was 
Brigadier, General Staff to the Allied Liber- 
ation Forces in Norway, then from 1947 to 
1948 was British Military Attache in Moscow. 

He has written several books, of which 
the best known is IMPERIAL OBITUARY. 
Others are: MILITARY ATTACHE IN 
MOSCOW, INDIAN MUTINY, N.W. FRON- 
TIER, NINE LIVES and THE THIRTEENTH 
POWER. 


THIS IS the first of a series, dealing with a 
problem which every patriot knows to be one 
of vital importance — a problem which is 
ignored or deliberately neglected by the so- 
called “progressives” of today. I intend to 
study it from the severely practical stand- 
point of the National Front, an organisation 
which is destined before long to obtain the 
necessary political power to put National 
Defence (and other neglected problems) once 
more on a sound footing. 

Suppose that by some sudden swing of 
public opinion, the NF were to win enough 
seats to form a government, what action 
would we take to terminate our present 
perilous state of unreadiness? Admittedly 
this political miracle may be still some time 
ahead, but come it will, and perhaps 
suddenly. It is not too early to start 
thinking. 

We would take over a country, whose 
fighting forces have been so grossly reduced 
and financially starved that they are quite 
incapable of fulfilling the simplest and most 
immediate tasks for which they exist. We 
have only to see what is happening in 
Northern Ireland, an integral part of the 
United .Kingdom. There we face no threat 
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of massive nuclear bombardment, no 
armoured invasion of the Normandy type, no 
overwhelming air power. We simply face a 
campaign of murderous terrorism by a few 
thousand corner-boys. Our fine British 
Army could easily cope with this situation, 
reduced though they are to skeleton strength, 
if only they were allowed to use their full 
fighting power in a properly soldierlike 
manner. This gives the first clue to our 
present defensive ineptitude. 

It is not only defensive funds that we 
lack, or the arms that funds could buy, or 
the troops that funds could pay. We lack at 
present a national will to be strong — to 
stand up for ourselves and our own interests, 
still less for those of our most loyal friends. 


FLABBY DEFEATISM 


A flabby defeatism afflicts our nation. 
Some say that we are now small, weak, and 
incapable of protecting ourselves against one 
of the so-called “super powers”. This is 
rubbish, as I hope to show later. Others say 
that any use of force is morally wrong 
(presumably even to maintain law and order 
against anarchy, terrorism, or crime!). It is 
this quaint notion which has in recent years 
allowed one tin-pot upstart after another to 
twist the lion’s tail with impunity. A third 
school of thought puts its trust in the 
United Nations Organization as a shield for 
all nations against armed aggression or against 
intolerable terms enforced by threats of 
aggression. 

No space need be wasted in refuting these 
fallacies when addressing a National Front 
readership. But the fact remains that large 
numbers of Britons think that way at 
present. This line of thought is ceaselessly 
pumped forth by the BBC and by every 
other form of “‘mass media” in our land. 

Our politicians of the three existing 
parties in Parliament are almost all tarred 
with the same brush of “wishy-washy” views 
on questions of defence. Expressions of 
strong views on UNO for example (in spite 
of UNO’s record in Kashmir, Goa, the Congo, 
Hungary, Czechoslovakia, and Suez). would 
be political suicide for any of our MP’s today. 

Finally we must remember that, even if 
or when some brave spirits find their way 
into Parliament and start speaking the truth 
on defence, and even when such MP’s (from 
the National Front perhaps) become 
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numerous enough to form a government, 
they will find themselves subjected to ex- 
tremely formidable pressures from certain 
controllers of International Finance, who are 
and always will be determined, at almost any 
cost, to prevent Great Britain from rising to 
her feet again. In justice to some of our 
politicians of recent years, who have shown 
complete disregard for British interests during 
certain international crises, it must be 
remembered that most of them must have 
been subjected to similar pressures. In due 
course it will be up to statesmen of the 
National Front to show that they can 
confront these formidable pressures and defy 
them. 

These are various facets of the problem 
which we have got to overcome even before 
we can start to think of actually pulling our 
defensive socks up. We can do little or 
nothing in that line till the NF wins a 
general election, which may be some time 
ahead. But what we can and must do — and 
start doing now — is to cure our national 
“climate of thought” from its present mental 
sloppiness as regards the use of armed force 
for just causes. It is a job in which every 
member of the NF can and ought to 
participate. 

Some of us may feel ill equipped to 
indulge in pro-defence argument, but none 
of us need feel bashful. One has only to 
look around the world today to see ruthless 
violence triumphing over innocent but 
defenceless nations, causes, or individuals, 
ranging down from the rape of Czecho- 
slovakia to the bombing of shopping house- 
wives in Belfast or — turning from sublime 
to ridiculous — the humiliating cancellation 
of cricket matches at the behest of a few 
anti-apartheid cranks. All round us we see 
violence, or the threat of it, ruling the roost 
while the defenceless go to the wall. Surely 
on these lines there is scope for argument 
whereby any one of us can counter the 
insidious ‘talk of those who preach the 
doctrine that violence must only be used by 
the agents of evil. We of the NF are growing 
in numbers, and our voices will soon begin 
to carry weight throughout the nation, but 
only if every one of us has the courage to 
speak out. 

In subsequent instalments, without going 
too deeply into the technicalities of war, I 
hope to offer readers some detailed infor- 
mation about the perilous situation of our 
country and of civilization itself, today. 


Enoch Hits the 
Nail on the 


Head 


While often criticising Enoch Powell, this 
journal has always been prepared to acknow- 
ledge when his speeches get straight to the 
heart of the truth. Such an occasion was a 
meeting in Montgomeryshire on March 4th. 
At this meeting Mr. Powell gave his audience 
an analysis of Britain’s position which could 
have come straight out of the pages of 
Spearhead (which is sent to him every 
month) or from the platform of the National 
Front. We give below the main extracts from 
his speech. 

‘The House of Commons is engaged in a 
life-and-death struggle for its independence 
and supreme authority. 

‘With other weapons and in other ways, 
the contention is as surely about the future of 
Britain’s nationhood as were the combats 
which raged in the skies over southern 
England in the autumn of 1940. The 
gladiators are few; their weapons are but 
words; and yet the fight is everyman’s. 

‘For the House of Commons is the per- 
sonification of the people of Britain: its 
independence is synonymous with their inde- 
pendence: its supremacy is synonymous with 
their self-government and freedom. In no 
country in the world is there any comparable 
relationship. 

‘If the Treaty of Brussels, which is of no 
effect until the House of Commons agrees to 
its ratification, comes into force, then the 
House of Commons will cease to be the sole 
authority which makes the laws of this 
country: it will cease to be the sole authority 
which taxes the people of this country: it 
will cease to be the sole authority to which 
Government in this country is answerable. 

‘Thenceforward, in ever-increasing 
measure, the laws under which we live will 
be made abroad; the taxes which we pay will 
be levied abroad and spent abroad; the 
courts in which we are judged will follow 
decisions made by courts abroad; and the 
policies by which we are governed will be 
debated and decided abroad. 

‘One thing shall not be allowed to 
happen: the attempt to tell the House of 
Commons from the outset that it has no 
choice in the matter, and that all the 
decisions have already been taken. The word 
“must” for the first time in centuries has 
been addressed to the House of Commons — 


and not by some Tudor despot or Whig 


oligarch but by the men of Brussels, the 
fixers who have it fixed, and the self-styled 
“Europeans” who seek their country’s great- 
ness in a politically unified continent. 


ENOCH 


SPEAKING 


‘With breathtaking effrontery the sover- 
eign legislature of this country is informed 
that it will not be allowed to debate anything 
but the details — the “nuts and bolts’”’ as the 
popular expression goes — of the surrender 
of its own powers: the big matters, it is told, 
cannot be altered and therefore cannot be 
discussed. Why? Because they say it is all in 
the Treaty which has been signed: and the 
Treaty cannot be altered, and you knew all 
about it in advance. Every one of these 
assertions is false. 

“Tt is an impossible affront to the House 
of Commons, and through the House of 
Commons to the electorate, to be told, in 
the very moment when it is being invited to 
legislate its own sovereignty away, that it has 
already lost that sovereignty without so much 
as a by-your-leave and has no alternative but 
to accompany its captors in handcuffs and 
fetters.’ 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


Despite the virtual conspiracy of collusion between the party leaderships to keep 
decisions about joining the Common Market and abrogating British national sovereignty 
beyond the jurisdiction of the electorate, it is evident that the electorate is deeply 
uneasy to a degree where something has had to be done about it. The technique is an 
old and proved one: organise the dissidents, and then lead them up the garden path. 
Hence the Safeguards Campaign to gather in all those “who believe that Britain should 
not join the Common Market without stringent and effective safeguards”. This of 
course means “should join the Common Market (with safeguards which can be dropped 
once the Treaty of Rome is signed)”. The fundamental idea is to get the cattle in the 
pens first; while.they roam around loose they may become unmanageable. 

Mr. Heath has announced baldly in Parliament: “I am an internationalist”. To be 
an internationalist means not to be a patriot; it means to look forward to the abridge- 
ment and ultimate abrogation of national sovereignty; and that is the issue. Every 
member of Parliament should be asked to declare himself on that issue. The only 
safeguard now is to turn traitors out of Parliament. 

It is vital to realise that if the British electorate is tricked into surrendering its 
sovereignty as a nation, the surrender will be irrevocable unless the. whole scheme — 
plot — for One World Government collapses. 

Bryan W. Monahan: THE SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN 


BRITISH 
STUDENTS KEPT 


OUT BY ALIENS 


... Admits LSE Director 


Some of Britain’s best young post- 
graduate brains are being wasted because 
potentially brilliant students cannot get 
grants, Sir Walter Adam, Director of the 
London School of Economics, has said in his 
annual report, made recently. 

Places which could go to good British 
post-graduates were being taken up by an 
increasing number of students from overseas. 
About 45 per-cent of regular post-graduate 
LSE students came from abroad, many from 
America, Asia and Europe. 

“A situation is emerging,” Sir Walter 
said, “in which home-based candidates of 
equal or even superior merit cannot take up 
places for lack of means of support.” 

The situation highlighted by Sir Walter is 
not confined to the LSE. Mr. Laurie Sapper, 
general secretary of the Association of 
University Teachers, has said that he had 
heard of similar difficulties at other 
universities. 

“This is a growing problem, and we fear 
the position is going to tighten,’ Mr. Sapper 
said. In some universities about one-third of 
post-graduate students came from overseas. 

This news provides an appalling admission 
of the state of affairs in Britain’s centres of 
further education. Why are we called to 
support a system that denies our own 
youngsters opportunities for the sake of 
foreigners, many of whom are in the centre 
of much of the disorder in the student world? 
Will someone please tell us! 
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AN INTERESTING FEATURE of our 
correspondence over the last year or so has 
been the number of letters that we have 
received expressing perplexity at our analysis 
of the international ‘Cold War’ and our 
contention that global Communism and 
global Capitalism are not antagonists but 
co-partners, working by different means to 
the same end. 

This perplexity seems still to exist among 
many of our readers despite the wealth of 
facts that we have given which prove 
Communist-Capitalist collaboration, recent 
examples being the latest trade deals between 
the US and Russia, commented upon last 
month, and this month’s revelations of the 
testimony of a political adviser to the US 
Senate as to the role of America in nurturing 
the growth of world Communism over the 
past thirty years. 

Facts are indeed not lacking in support 
of this theme. There is the fact that the 
Russian Revolution in 1917. was- financed 
by banking houses in the US and in Germany; 
that when Hitler threatened to annihilate 
Communism in the last war International 
Capitalism, instead of letting him get on with 
it, fought on the side of Communism against 
him and supplied Russia with millions of 
pounds worth of arms to help her war 
effort; that in the closing stages of the war 
Roosevelt deliberately instructed Eisenhower 
to halt the advance of the Western armies 
over Germany to Berlin, which they could 
easily have captured before the Russians, in 
order to let the latter in first and hand a 
much larger part of Europe to Communism 
tharr would otherwise have been the case; 
that at the time of the failure of Kruschev’s 
grain harvest in the Sixties the US lost the 
opportunity to foment counter revolution 
in Russia and instead supplied the Soviets 
with enormous grain surpluses. In fact, 
America’s record in fostering the spread of 
Communism in the modern world could fill 
a book, and indeed has filled many books 
written by distinguished patriotic Americans. 


SOCIALIST MILLIONAIRES 


The alliance of big money with the 
political left can be seen in other ways too. 
One has only to notice the several socialist 
millionaires that we have in Britain, such as 
Lord Sainsbury, Lord Campbell, Sidney 
Bernstein, Leonard Matchan, Robert Max- 
well and Harold Lever. The alliance explains 
the massive network of well financed pub- 
lishing houses and newspaper chains which 
champion every shade of Socialism, including 
the most rabid extremes, and which stand 
in sharp contrast to the penury of the 
patriotic and right-wing media, such as exists, 
which reaches a fraction. of the number of 
people and struggles desperately for survival. 

No, the facts as to the tie-up between 
Capitalism and the Left hardly need emphasis 
— they are overwhelming. What needs to be 
explained is why this tie-up exists. How 
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WHY BIG MONEY BACKS 


WORLD COMMUNISM 


could Capitalism subsidise the very thing 
which is supposed to be dedicated to its 
destruction? What is its motive? 

The best way to answer this is to spot- 
light two of the main elements in the 
thinking of the modern capitalist, for when 
these elements are understood his actions can 
be understood. 

The first element that must be recognised 
is this: the principal motivation of the large 
scale modern capitalist is not material better- 
ment but power. As far as material better- 
ment is concerned, he has long passed the 
stage when money can provide him with any 
more comforts, pleasures or security than he 
already has. When one’s assets run into the 
tens of millions this fact becomes obvious. 
The only driving ambition that impels men 
to climb higher once these things are assured 
is power. And power in the modern world 
means influence over politics. 

This is where the second element comes 
in. What big time capitalists have realised 
for a long time is that the system by which 
they grow rich is self-destroying. We are not 
now talking about the private ownership of 
industry, about private enterprise as the 
ordinary man in the street understands it — 
these things are not self-destroying; they are 
indeed the only things by which the 
economy can retain its dynamism. What we 
are talking about in this context is the inter- 
national financial system. It is this to which 
modern big time capitalism is tied, and it is 
this system which is self-destroying. It is 
self-destroying because its life depends on 
sucking the tribute of interest out of the 
productive worker as a vampire lives by 
sucking its victim’s blood. Just as when the 
victim has no more blood to offer the 
vampire dies, so when productive industry 
can no longer feed the financial system with 
its interest on debts, that system can no 
longer operate. 

This is the case not only in book-keeping 
terms, but in pyschological terms. Where the 
international financial system grips the 
industry of nations it causes such discontent 
among the workers of that industry that 
they are bound in time to organise them- 
selves politically to challenge the system. 

Capitalism (that is, finance-capitalism) is 
then faced with a dilemma. Should it try to 
fight this tide welling up against it — with 
the certainty that in time the tide will over- 
whelm it? Or should it find a way of con- 
trolling the tide itself so as to direct it into 
channels that will serve its own purposes’ 
rather than threaten it? 


The way this question was answered by 
certain capitalists in the United States is well 
described by W. Cleon Skousen in his book, 
The Naked Capitalist. “More than fifty years 
ago,” Skousen writes, “the Morgan firm 
(J. P. Morgan, the big financier) decided to 
infiltrate the left-wing political movements 
in the United States. This was relatively easy 
to do, since these groups were starved for 
funds and eager for a voice to reach the 
people. Wall Street supplied both... There 
was nothing really new about this decision, 
since other financiers had talked about and 
even attempted it earlier.” 

These words are not actually Skousen’s 
in the original. They are taken straight out 
of another book which he was using to 
illustrate his thesis. This book was called 
Tragedy and Hope, and was written in praise 
of the international financial network by one 
of its most ardent supporters, one Dr. Carroll 
Quigley, who worked with members of the 
network for several years. 

Quigley in the same section of his book 
said that among the purposes of this infil- 
tration was the need to provide left-wing or 
liberal groups “with a mouthpiece so that 
they could blow off steam, and have a final 
veto on their publicity and possibly on their 
actions, if they ever went ‘radical’.” 

What going ‘radical’ means here is pretty 
clear. It means directing the wrath of the 
working masses away from illusory ‘ex- 
ploiters’, such as the ordinary private factory- 
owner, and towards the real exploiter — 
the international financial network and its 
usury system. 


PURPOSE OF MARX 


Some years before J. P. Morgan’s oper- 
ations in America, capitalists in Europe had 
in fact seen the path of salvation along 
similar lines. In 1873 Karl Marx, subsidised 
by his capitalist friend Friedrich Engels, 
produced Das Kapital, a long and turgid 
hymn of hate against what he called “the 
capitalist system”, but which strangely ex- 
cluded any reference to the manipulations 
of, international bankers and moneylenders. 
Marx, as we know, became the chief in- 
spiration of Communist movements all over 
the world, of the Russian Revolution and all 
subsequent left-wing revolutions — revo- 
lutions, it might be added, which never found 
any difficulty in raising ample funds for their 
operations; funds supplied by the very 
capitalist powers that they were sworn to 
destroy. 


The technique of these capitalists can be 
likened to that of an irrigation engineer. He 
sees facing him powerful currents of water 
which, if uncontrolled, can burst forth and 
flood his land and destroy his crops and his 
buildings. Instead of allowing this to happen, 
he invests his money in the construction of 
channels and dams which control and direct 
the flow of the water wherever he wants it. 
Instead of the water being his ruin, he is able 
actually to harness it so as to provide 
himself with more motive power. 

Left wing socialist parties, societies and 
revolutionary armies, together with the im- 
mense apparatus of left-wing propaganda 
(newspapers, book publishing, broadcasting, 
etc.) are like the channels and dams which 
the international capitalist system sets up to 
direct to its own advantage the flood tide of 
popular resentment which, following a 
natural course, would destroy it. The result 
is that while left-wing activity all over the 
world becomes more and more intense, and 
while more and more countries come under 
the heel of Communist or crypto-Communist 
regimes, the international capitalist jugger- 
naut grows huger and huger than ever. Said 
Mr. C.M. Van Vlierden, head of international 
banking for the Bank of America, only last 
year: “There is reason to believe that the 
world of the future will be shaped by com- 
mercial and financial statesmen rather than 
by diplomats and politicians . . In the 
coming 25 years, we can expect a shift from 
influence by the nation state to a new and 
growing influence by private .. . organisations 
and supra-national economic institutions.” 

All evidence that confronts us day to day 
confirms that this is just what is happening. 
While Communism and Socialism gain ground 
everywhere, international capitalism does not 
contract; it expands to gargantuan propor- 
tions, becoming more powerful than govern- 
ments — a government above governments. 


THEORY AND REALITY 


The compatibility between these forces 
can much more easily be understood once 
it is realised that the reality behind Com- 
munism bears little relation to the theory. 
Concepts such as ‘freedom’, ‘equality’, 
‘workers’ solidarity’, etc., which form the 
thetoric of Marxist movements are chings 
believed in only by the intellectual pygmies 
that form the bulk of the NCO cadres of 
revolution — mere bait to hook the masses 
and recruit them to the Marxist army. 
Behind such rhetoric lies the true motivation 
of Marxism: the will-to-power of the revo- 
lutionary leadership. The slogans themselves 
never have anything but a transitory purpose. 
They remain for eternity a potent attraction 
to idealists, dreamers and mere fools. But 
they never did, and never will, have any 
place in the world of real politics, which are 
essentially about power and authority — 
always in the hands of the few. This is why 
there is no paradox in the fact of the 


moneyed elite welcoming the sound of revo- 
lutionary jargon. It knows that the jargon is 
purely for effect. 


COMMON AIMS 


What do they have in common, those 
who seek to further international Com- 
munism and those who work with equal 
intensity to expand the boundaries of inter- 
national capitalism? As mentioned earlier of 
the businessman who has long passed the 
point of satisfaction of all material needs, 
the object is power — in fact, world power. 

And in the pursuit of world power those 
who operate respectively by manipulation 
from above (money) and revolution from 
below (Communism) provide the ideal com- 
plement to one another. So long as they are 
able to maintain the pretence of being in 
conflict, an atmosphere of world tension and 
insecurity exists. There is the constant fear 
of war — although there never is war, except 
on a local scale (the biggest of these being 
Korea and Vietnam, and here it will be 
noticed that while young men from the 
Western nations have been sacrificed on a 
prodigious scale both wars have been ‘no- 
win’ wars from the point of view of the 
capitalist side. No policy aiming at victory 
over Communist forces has been pursued. 
On the contrary, when demanded by generals 
it was vetoed by politicians, acting as the 
puppets of finance-capitalism). 

World war hetween Communism and 
capitalism does not occur (in the last World 
War that did occur they fought on the same 
side) but a war atmosphere prevails. People 
feel the threat of war. Under the threat of 
war they seek all possible means of buying 
peace. 

This admirably suits Communist and 
Capitalist power-blocs alike. The way to 
peace is presented as lying through ‘collec- 
tive security’ and ‘interdependence’. Each 
bloc, under the shadow of a supposed threat 
from the other, strengthens its monopoly 
over the economies and the armed forces of 
the nations comprising it. The loser is 
always nationhood and national indepen- 
dence: the winner is always internationalism. 
Power in the world becomes concentrated 
in fewer and fewer hands. 

This is the true pattern of world events 
in our time, not the bogus pattern of a 
‘conflict’ between East and West. 

The question remains to be answered: 
if Communism and capitalism are working 
together to a common end, what is that 
end? What is the grand objective of all 
contemporary policy? 

That the objective is world power, world 
control, must obviously have been seen as the 
theme of this article. And every tendency 
we see about us confirms it. But world 
power for whom? This is the question that 
is crucial. 

If this last question could be answered 
clearly and with foolproof evidence the threat 
would not exist, because those coveting 


power would stand exposed before the 
world, and their conspiracy — for that is the 
only word for a campaign which fights under 
bogus banners — would be at an end. It is 
possible here and there to point the finger 
at certain individuals and say that from the 
company they keep and the actions for which 
they are responsible they clearly belong to 
the higher echelons of the movement. But 
are they the top echelon? What is the top 
echelon? What element binds it together? 
Is it common beliefs in the shape of the 
future world? Is it common love of power? 
Is it a fraternity of money? Or is it a frater- 
nity of race? 


DEEPER REALITY 


If these things are not yet clear, what 
can be clearer than the fact that there lies a 
deeper reality behind the struggle for power 
in the world than is seen by most people? 
What can be clearer than the fact that behind 
the mere programmatical aims of Com- 
munism, the party manifestos, the slogans on 
the streets, the speeches and the battle cries, 
there is a deeper aim — of which the ‘working 
class’ knows nothing and in the service of 
which the working class is just a tool? And 
what can be clearer than the fact that behind 
the apparent desire of ‘capitalists’ to protect 
their interests against Communism there is a 
deeper desire of certain international 
financial powers to promote Communism? 

The missing piece in the jig-saw puzzle 
must for the moment be supplied out of the 
imagination of the reader. This article has 
attempted to supply the general shape of 
the picture as we can see it so far. Those 
who insist that our thesis is absurd must at 
least acknowledge certain irrefutable facts 
about the Communist/capitalist relationship, 
and if they do that and still believe these 
deductions wrong they must then offer other 
deductions that make sense. If people feel 
that this deduction of a universal conspiracy 
for world power comes into the realm of the 
fantastic, I can only ask: what other explan- 
ation is there of the nexus between big 
money and red revolution that is not ten 
times more fantastic? 

We may differ among ourselves.as to the 
finer explanations of this enigma, but we 
need not differ as to the lines along which we 
must fight to protect ourselves against this 
creeping power-monopoly. We must not 
regard every radical, every socialist student 
and every angry worker as an enemy of 
society; we must sympathise with their 
protest but then explain to them that they 
are simply being used by the very powers 
against whom they think they are revolting. 
Then we must hammer home again and 
again the truth that the better social ideals 
for which radicals fight can only be realised 
and the evils against which they fight be 
resisted, by harnessing their cause to the 
cause of nationalism, patriotism and British 
independence, rather than internationalism 
and ‘world order’. 
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THE MILLION MARK in unemployment 
marks the end of the honeymoon period 
of Mr. Heath’s Government, and sounds the 
knell of the whole policy of finance as 
operated by all governments in Britain. 

ARE THE PEOPLE OF BRITAIN NOW 
WILLING TO STUDY THE TRUTH ABOUT 
MONEY AND LEARN THE FOLLIES AND 
FALLACIES OF WHAT HAS BEEN 
PASSED TO THE PUBLIC AS ECONOMIC 
FACTS OF LIFE? 

What would be thought of a system for 
inflating balloons which demanded from the 
balloon after use, twice as much gas as was 
injected? The idea is nonsense, for what the 
‘operators require is a supply of gas in 
continuous use, and some to make good the 
losses. But whereas the situation in the 
nation is roughly analogous in regard to the 
use of a volume of money, needing more and 
more as the economy expands, the banking 
system was founded on the nonsensical 
principle (from the national point of view) 
of lending a sum of money on conditions 
that double was returned in ten years time. 
As the return of the principal alone would 
denude the volume to that of the starting 
point, the repayment of double would be 
physically impossible for obvious reasons. 
So after the expiry of the first period a new 
loan had to be negotiated, with mounting 
debt at compound interest. This is the origin 
of the National Debt. The Bank of England 
was appointed to keep the accounts for the 
nation, and one would suppose their duty 
was to provide a system of national finance 
in keeping with principles of honest steward- 
ship. This was not done. 

The financial advances made to the 
Government after the initial cash loans 
were credit advanced against collateral 
securities. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the 
Government possesses the right to create 
and issue money and spend into circulation 
in exchange for services rendered or capital 
works for national requirements, at no cost 
in interest, such right and proper use of its 
powers has been denied by the influence 
of the banks. Such practice has been 
regarded as unethical and immoral in the 
theory of money taught by economists. 


FALSE PRACTICE 


The false practice of the Government 
falling into a debtor relationship to money- 
lenders who did not even lend their money, 
or their depositors money to any extent, 
‘but created it out of nothing by book- 
keeping processes, should have been arrested 
soon after it commenced in 1694, but the 
system of credit creation was not- generally 
understood and Parliament failed to curb the 
folly which has crippled our country. An 
attempt was made by the Member for 
Birmingham in the 1840’s to introduce 
a Bill to ensure that the Government supply 
all new paper money whereby production 
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TRE GREAT REFLATION 


could be made to balance effective demand. 
It was fully realised then that shortage of 


money caused stagnation, and that increased 


money stimulated production. 

It is a sad commentary upon our people 
that 130 years ago, in the midst of dire 
poverty, a Movement arose among the 
working classes to demand:— “All shall 
have a good house to live in with a garden 
back and front as the occupier likes; good 
clothing to keep him warm and to make him 
look respectable, and plenty of good food 
to make him look and feel happy”. 
Universal suffrage was included in the 
“People’s Charter’’. Thomas Attwood, 
banker and M.P. for Birmingham, proposed 
the above currency reform and no fewer 
than 1,280,000 signatures were obtained 
in support of the new proposals. Later, 
6,000,000 signatures were obtained for the 
general reforms, but the campaign failed. 


(See Encyclopedia Britannica Vol. 5, p. 309, 


Chartism) 

After 130 years, with productivity in- 
creased by a hundred times, we have one 
man one vote as a mockery of democracy, 
but for the real goods which inspired the 
cause; good houses for all, etc. these are 
as remote as ever, notwithstanding the fact 
that there are one million men anxious 
to work and prohibited from doing so 
because there is not the money to finance 
the house-building project, and others which 
are so much needed. Why is this? Solely 
because we did not take that banker’s advice. 

The idiotic system of borrowing all our 
money from the banks and promising to 
pay back lots more than we borrow, or 
forfeit our properties, is plain lunacy; seen 
and comprehended, seemingly, by 6,000,000 
people 130 years ago. How many see the 
point today? Here is the cause of all our 
debt, our high taxation, our high income- 
tax, our slums, our over-crowded hospitals, 
our poorly paid workers, and now the 
supreme insult to our people, the intention 
to rob the nation of its independence and 
sovereignty, because it is in financial 
difficulties. 

Who are pressing us to ‘sacrifice our 
inheritance? The very lords of debt creation 
which we have endured in ignorance for 
nearly three hundred years. 

Disraeli, a former Prime Minister and 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said, through 
the mouth of one of the characters in his 
novel Coningsby, “Can anything be more 
absurd than that a nation should apply to 
an individual to maintain its credit, and with 
its credit its existence as an Empire...” 

This describes in principle what the 
Government has done yet again to re-inflate 
the economy. Instead of issuing the £2,000 


WINE 


million for work on capital Assets, thus 


‘rightly increasing the volume of money in. 


circulation by that amount, and receiving in 
due course ownership of new revenue-earning 
assets, at no cost to the taxpayer, it allows 
the banking system to issue that new credit 
against those new assets, and incurs debt for 
that amount in perpetuity. This is repeated 
for astronomical sums for new roads, new 
power stations, and in fact where all new 
money is needed. Naturally the Banking 
fraternity is whole-heartedly behind the 
system, and the M.P.s remain silent as the 
grave — after asking for a good rise, and 


‘voting unanimously for it, excepting for two 


members (Mr. Powell and Mr. Foulds) so far 
as we are aware. 

In New Zealand in 1955, following 
criticism of the banking practice of creating 
money and with this, ever increasing public 
debt and higher taxation, a Royal Com- 
mission of Enquiry was held. The represen- 
tatives of the banks were invited to quote 
their legal authority for creating money. No 
defence could be quoted. 


PREROGATIVE OF STATE 


In the Select Committee Report on the 
Bank of England, published in 1970, Lord 
Balogh made it abundantly clear that the 
issue of money is the prerogative of the 
State alone. “Money has always been one 
of the most important attributes of 
sovereignty. You can issue money only asa 
sovereign power and you can delegate this to 
some extent, but the ultimate decision, of 
course, over currency is an embodiment of 
part of sovereignty and cannot be delegated 
in ultimate terms.” (p. XII, Q. 1559) The 
present Note Issue is some £3,000 million. 
Now this is only a small part of the money 
supply. (Q. 77) Where has the larger part of 
the money supply come from? There can be 
one answer only — bank creation, hence bank 
debt. Even the NOTE ISSUE is classified as 
debt. Clearly we lost our sovereignty in 
1694. 

In the 1760’s Benjamin Franklin came to 
England on business and was asked to speak 
at a dinner. He was asked the question, 
“How do you account for the prosperity in 
the American colonies?” Franklin replied, 
“That is simple. It is only because in the 
colonies we issue our own money. It is 


Contd. on next page 


STEPHEN SHERWIN —DANIEL 


ATIONALISM 


STUDENTS appear to be one of the few 
sections of the population among whom the 
nationalist message is not making significant 
progress. The reasons for this are perhaps 
more complicated than is usually assumed. 
In order to examine the University situation, 
let us take one fairly typical example, 
Southampton. 

Officials of Southampton Students Union 
pride themselves on their leftism. To quote 
the Union handout given to all freshmen last 
year, “we are an effective left-wing voice in 
the NUS”. Last term the union passed a 
motion supporting the IRA. 

Meetings are dominated by two ultra- 
left factions, the Young Socialists and the 
International Socialists. The nearest thing 
to a right-wing group is Southampton 
University Conservative Association (SUCA) 
whose aims are ‘to represent the views of 
moderate students’. The Monday Club is 
naturally barred from the portals of this 
august body. 

As usual the majority of students are 
not, except by negligence, responsible for 
this state of affairs. The average meeting 
consists of a handful of diehard reds who 
control it and a larger proportion of liberal- 
left hangers-on. The attitude of the majority 
of students was demonstrated when they 
were roused temporarily from their lethargic 
coma by a proposed donation of £1,000 to 
the IRA. This was supported by the union 
meeting regulars, opposed by practically 


everyone else and defeated by an almost 
ridiculously large majority. This incident 
also revealed admirably the tactics of the 
left: they dragged out the debate over some 
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called colonial script and we issue it in the 
proper proportion to accommodate trade and 
commerce.” Not long after this a Bill was 
prepared by the Bank of England and 
introduced into Parliament declaring that 
no colony could issue its own money. The 
colonies then had to discard their script and 
issue bonds and sell them to the Bank of 
England to get money. For the first time 
the money in the United States began to be 
based on debt. 

Benjamin Franklin stated that in one 
year from that date, the streets of the 
colonies were filled with the unemployed... 
and the poorhouses became filled. (See “The 
Federal Reserve Bank” by H. S. Kenan 
p. 211) (Own emphasis) 

There you have a bird’s eye view of the 
system which has created fantastic debt for 
the nation, and obtained fantastic wealth for 
itself, of which it is very proud. 


and 


the 


nine hours (mostly during lecture time) by 
the use of technicalities and continual IS — 
YS bickering in the hope of driving the 
majority away. When this failed, they 
resorted to intimidation, and several mem- 
bers, myself included, were both threatened 
and physically attacked for opposing the 
donation. 

Inevitably, the question arises that if 
the majority of students are so obviously 
opposed to the far left, could not a united 
front be formed to defeat the extremists. 
Unfortunately there are two reasons why 
this would not be possible, firstly, the 
majority of students could not be shaken 
out of their apathy: for inost of them, the 
great Irish debate was their first and last 
attendance at a union meeting. Secondly 
and more importantly, the so-called 
‘moderate student’, like most of the petty- 
intelligentsia of Western Europe and the 
USA, is thoroughly imbued with the liberal- 
internationalist outlook and it would seem 
pointless to spend the large amount of time 
and effort which would be required simply 
in order to replace one faction of the leftist 
Establishment by’ another only marginally 
less obnoxious. Lest this should sound 
unreasonably sectarian, let me point out that 
the very meeting which rejected the IRA 
donation cheerfully (and almost unanim- 
ously) voted £100 to support a demon- 
stration in support of terrorists in Rhodesia. 


SAME PHENOMENON 


At first glance it seems simpler and more 
realistic to examine student politics 
separately from other manifestations of 
liberalism and communism in all areas of 
society, but in the final analysis they all 
support and depend upon one another and 
are all part of the same phenomenon. All 
students, regardless of their politics (or lack 
of them) have been conditioned for the past 
eighteen years or more by internationalist 
newspapers, broadcasting corporations, 
schools, books, magazines and even comics. 
Every piece of social, political and cultural 
material they have encountered has been 
censored and distorted. It is this that has 
produced the virulent student Trotskys, the 
freaked-out _fellow-travellers and _ the 
moribund mass of pink pathetics, and it is 
this that has so successfully stifled all 
effective opposition. 

The problem of the university can only 
be seen in the perspective of society as a 
whole. We must realise that what the 
anarchists and Trotskyists say — however 
radical it may appear — is simply a rather 
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more extreme version of what the mass 
media are saying every day and that the 
Nationalist message runs counter to a life- 
time’s conditioning. 


REALISTIC APPRAISAL 


I say these things not as an excuse for 
inactivity on the part of Nationalist students 
but because I believe a realistic appraisal of 
the facts to be a prerequisite of any effective 
action, and such an appraisal cannot at this 
point be optimistic. However, I feel there 
is potential for a Nationalist movement in 
our universities provided we are prepared to 
do three things: 

1) We must jettison our ‘reactionary’ 
image. Most students dislike the so-called 
“fascist” policies of the NF. This is not a 
reasoned opinion but a Pavlovian con- 
ditioned reflex. I do not suggest that we 
should liberalise or water down our policies 
but that we should present them as what 
they are: a radical alternative to the present 
capitalist and ‘socialist’ systems. Nationalists 
are not simply more opposed to the Estab- 
lishment than extreme leftists; they are the 
only group which is opposed to it at all. 

2) We must develop a more ‘intellectual’ 
approach. Students are trained to see 
Nationalism as a manifestation of ignorant 
bigotry. We must show that we have a 
radical and realistic answer to the political, 
social and economic questions of our time. 
We must point out that many of the intellec- 
tual giants of this century, men like 
T. S. Eliot, Ezra Pound and Wyndham Lewis 
have been on the nationalist wing. We must 
develop our nationalism from being a mere 
political creed into a unified cultural and 
ideological world outlook. 

3) We must avoid like the plague 
attempts to base our appeal on the ‘moderate 
majority’. These people are too apathetic 
and too well indoctrinated to be of any 
political value. We must build an energetic 
group of people with a dynamic and different 
approach to politics who are prepared to 
clash head-on with the left at every turn. 

I have every confidence that if we can 
get over the initial inertia, a vigorous and 
healthy Nationalist movement can be built 
in our universities along these lines. It is all 
too easy to be shocked by the preponderance 
of the extreme left into a position of 
‘moderation’ and_ retrenchment, but 
Nationalism is a positive and outgoing 
ideology and if it is to succeed in a situation 
so strongly hostile, it must appeal to the 
hearts of the noble, not the posteriors of 
the lethargic. 
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LETTERS TO THE PRESS: 
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National Front man hits out 


Sir—I have received from 
one of our members a_ book, 
Race and The Press, published 
by the Runnymede Trust and 
containing a contribution by 
yourself. 


I have read this book very 
thoroughly, And I consider it 
a must for every Nationalist 
if they are to know the enemy 
within our midst. For it not 
only exposes by their own 
hand the pede tactics used 
by certain editors in the name 

of multi-racial truth but high- 
lights the fact that these 
editors are imbued with the 
Great Liberal Death wish for 
their own race as a sacrifice 
to the multi-racial god of world 
government (presumably Com- 
munist). 


I shall not only make good 
use of the contents of the book 
in exposing both the twisting 
of the truth and the suppres- 
sion of it by certain editors, 
but also obtain copies of it for 
our officials in this area. As no 
copyright is claimed a leaflet 
will be considered on the 
relevant sections. 


One section of the book 
makes the wild assertion that 
with notable exceptions 
racialists seem less literate 
than the people about whom 
they complain. Nothing could 
be further from the truth. For 
Nationalists do not become 
Nationalists without a great 
deal of thought regarding the 
future, mainly regarding their 
children 

When they do _ become 
Nationalists they are dedicated, 
for when they join an organised 


advance that they will be sup- 
jected not oniy to the smears 
of the mass media but outright 
violence from the _ so-called 
racial harmonists. This we 
shall endure for we know 
what must be done if this 
country is ever to regain both 
pride of race and sanity. Time 
1s not against us, as so many 
seem to think; time is for us, 
for as more of the indigenous 
population become  aifected 
thus more and more of them 
join us. 

We shall eventually gain 
the mandate we require. And 
having done so we shall do 
what needs to be done. We 
shall return those who have 
been allowed here against the 
wishes of the majority of the 
British people to whence they 
came, even to the third or 
fourth generation. 

The people whose names are 
on this letterhead are not 
illiterate, but they are ordinary 
British men and women dedi- 
cated to seeing their children 
grow up in a white Britain, 
not a multi-coloured racial hell 
as America is becoming. And 
to achieve that end we shall 
use whatever legal and consti- 
tutional means are at hand. 
But in the final analysis, we 
shall use the mandate of the 
British people. 

At one time the NF was 
dependent on Press and TV 
for publicising its activities 
but no such publicity was 
granted. It is of no concern to 
us now whether they give us 
publicity or not. We can pro- 
vide our own through our own 
publications amd leaflets. But 


vide the general public with 
the truth on matters 
pressed by that mass media. 

In Wolverhampton the first 
NF social club has opened, the 
first of many such clubs for 
the benefit of NF members. 

To return to. the extracts 
from your contributions to the 
book, I would point out one 
particular section which we 
shall make good use of: “ Thus 
we would not refer to a Pakis- 
tani who had been banned 
from driving as a Pakistani 
driver, any more than we 
would refer to a Scots driver 
banned. To do so merely en- 
courages the mistaken 
impression that Pakistanis 
are more likely to drive more; 
dangerously than anyone else.” 
What a wealth of hypocrisy 
lies in that last sentence. You 
must think all ous readers 
are morons to make such a 
statement. The first section of 
the paragraph is the height of 
editorial dishonesty. For 
not mentioning the fact that 
your banned gs was 
Pakistani you leave your 
readers. with the wrongful 
impression that the banned 
driver was white. 

In the section of the book 
contributed by P. W. Harland 
it states that letters are pub- 
lished if they contain the 
name and address of the 
sender. He can print this if 
he wishes. But somehow we 
don’t think he will. It con- 
tains too many facts. 


W. BARTON, 
Regional Organiser, 
National Front, 

23 Ashmoor Road, 
Manchester M22 6FD 
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movement they know in more important we can pro- 
Dear Sir, teabaee Co-op at 
, A arettes as many manufac- 
i Bg pieneniing turers use South African or 
ght re at the Rhodesian tobacco in their 
Greenwich Labour Party sn 
have passed esoluti aS epys: 
P a Tesolution “As a greengrocery assistant 


urging that milk for schools 
should be obtained from the 
Co-op in preference to firms 
having dealings with South 
Africa. 

As an ex-R.A.C.S. employ- 
ee I would like to make it 
clear to local Labour leaders 
that without South African 
produce the shelves at the 
local Co-op would be very 
bare indeed. 

The vast majority of 
imported tinned fruit hails 
from that part of the world 
as does, in certain seasons, 
nearly half the goods in the 
greengrocery department. 

The good Labour man 
should also be very careful 
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I came across several mis- 
guided people who shared the 
views of the Greenwich 
Labour hierarchy. In fact 
there was one “hippy gentle- 
man” who refused any 
product from  ‘‘fascist” 
countries such as Spain, 
Greece, South Africa, or 
Israel! 

If he was typical of his 
fraternity then it is hardly 
surprising that a good many 
hippies seem to be under- 
nourished, spotty and suffer- 
ing from Vitamin-C defici- 
ency! The reason being that 
all the big names (i.e. 
Outspan, Cape and Jaffa) 


come from these countries. 

I find myself wondering 
what could possibly be the 
point of boycotting South 
African goods anyway. I am 
sure that no good could ever 
come from such action. 

A boycott on a large scale 
could perhaps lower the 
standard of living in South 
Africa, which would mean 
that the poor oppressed 
blackman that the Labour 
Party is so anxious to protect 
from his tyranical masters, 
would find himself out of 
pocket and probably out of 
work. 

1 am sure he would be 
most grateful for this! 
Another result would be that 
South African food would 
be left to rot while two- 
thirds of the world is 
starving. 


Labour people are! 


sup- . 
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SPEARHEAD, as readers will kt 
papers. We do so because we ki 
of the best recruiting for National 

By diligent attention to th 
known widely in their areas. T 
by bringing in the name of the | 
Although national papers are not 

We are printing on our two 
have appeared in the press from N 
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National 
Front aims 


Remarks made by Mr. Ed- 
mund ‘Fahey, the Wolver- 
hampton SW delegate at the 
Labour Party Young Social- 
ists conference at Skegness 
(“Express and Star” April 
13), to the effect that the 
National Front must be 
smashed as an organisation, 
were highly inflammatory. 

Mr. Fahey also says th. 
National Front “must be ex- 
posed for what they are.” 

We are cut in the open 
wearing our true colours, 
those colours being red, 
white and blue. 

Furthermore, the National 
Front are not attempting to 
“divide the working class” 
by their opposition to immi- 
gration. On the contrary, we 
are utterly opposed to so 
moded factional class 
terests. 

One of the fundamental 
principles of our movement 
is ered country before 
clas 

GRAHAM JONES, 

Information officer, 

National Front, 

Wolverhampton branch. 
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What humanitarians these 


The majority of trouble in 
Africa over the last few years 
has not been caused by our 


settlers 


infiltrators. 


It is about time we stopped 
harassing people who still 
lokk with loyalty to, what is. 


for 


mother country, 


salmon!....... 


Anybody remember Czech- 


oslovakia? 
Yours faithfully, 


many of them, the 
and got 
down to considering some of 
the more pressing questions. 

For instance, the Co-op’s 
policy of selling RUSSIAN 


(Bradford); Left — The 
Globe (Kent); Above — 
Express and _ Star 
(Wolverhampton) 

Mr. Barton’s letter in 
the Telegraph and Argus 
wins our ‘Letter of the 
Month’ competition 
and wins the writer a 
£1 Nationalist Books 
voucher. 


Phil Hanman, 
Sec. Abbey Wood, 
National Front. 
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iow, does its best to encourage people to write letters to the news- 
now of the great benefits that can be obtained for our cause. Some 
ism has been done as a result of letters in the press. 

is activity, many people have got the name of the National Front 
hey do so not only by expressing the Nationalist point of view but 
party, if not in the letter itself, then at the end with their signature. 
likely to publish such letters, many local papers do. 

middle pages this month a selection of some of the best letters that 


F writers recently, and hope that it will encourage more. 
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Sir, — May I have a little 
space in your columns to re- 
fute certain misapprehensions 
likely to have been created 
by Mr, Cormack’s reference 
to “mindless” baying of 
National Front in a _ recent 
issue of your paper. 

Far from being “mindless 
morons,” as depicted by Mr. 
Cormack, we have tried to 
get him to publicly debate the 
Common Market at any hall 
and at any date he chooses, 
the National Front to bear 
all costs, Our only stipulation 
being that an impartial chair- 
man be appointed. We felt 
that a meeting of this nature 
would be of very much 


extremely futile little round of 
ill-attended meetings now be- 
ing carried out. 

We estimate that so far, at 
three meetings, excluding Mr. 
Cormack, Tory officials, Press 
and the National Front, Mr. 
Cormack has addressed pre- 
cisely 30 of the general pub- 
lic. Since there are 80,000 
electors in the Division, if is 
quite reasonable ta suppose 
that he would need to address 
some 2,000 such meetings in 
order -to speak to even 25 per 
cent of the constituents. 

I doubt if Mr, Cormack is 
intending to do anything of 
this magnitude. in which case, 
the National Front is serving 
a useful service in exposing 


— 


the charade and humbug of 
os entire pro-Market cam- 
paign in this area. 

I will not transgress on your 
space to comment on _ the 
Common Market. I would 
however, like to point out that 
in four and a half years of 
energetic politicking up and 
down Britain, precisely three 
National Front members have 
been convicted of disorderly 
conduct at meetings, 

Two were later identified 
as having been members of a 
left-wing group _ infiltrated 
into the National Front, all 
three were expelled. On the 
other hand at just three 
recent meetings and demon- 


Strations attended by over 
1,200 N:.F. members, at Wol- 
verhampton, Leicester and 
Hitchin, no fewer than six 
left-wing people were convic- 
ted of assaults, disorderly 
conduct etc., and fines in- 


flicted of £5, £40, and £40 
respectively. 

There seems to be a moral 
somewhere. 


B, Evans. 
(Secretary, Cannock Branch 
National Front.) 

5, Anson Close, 


A Heavily-Financed 
Confidence Trick ? 


Sir,—Two months ago I attended 
Mr. John Fraser, MP’s meeting at 
Norwood Library which concerned 
itself with the implications of 
Britain’s application to join the 
Common Market. Near the end a 
young man stood up and gave, with- 
out notes, a long and highly articu- 
late speech supporting  Britain’s 
membership of the EEC. All other 
speakers stated which party or group 
they belonged to, but this young 
man merely implied that he was “a 
local resident” and indirectly im- 
plied that he was a Young Conser- 
vative. 

After the meeting a member of the 
Monday Club stated that the local 
Conservative Association had ar- 
ranged for the European Movement 
to send paid speakers to attend the 
meeting to state the pro-Market 
case, I found this hard to credit at 
the time, for a number of well- 
known local Conservatives did speak 
very competently at the meeting in 
favour of the Market. As a result of 
a recent experience, I am now forced 
to alter my opinion and admit that 
my Monday Club friend was correct. 

A couple of weeks ago I went to 
Westminster to welcome the fishing 
fleet which ‘had sailed to the Thames 
to protest about the Market entry 
terms. After a while a fleet of taxis 
pulled up at the edge of the largely 
anti-Market crowd and discharged a 
crowd of pretty girls wearing sweat- 
ers bearing the words “ Europe is 


Fun !” 

The inane trivia of the propaganda 
they were distributing annoyed the 
crowd, and at one stage I saw a 
police inspecto1 warn a group of the 
girls not to get too near the water’s 
edge for their own safety. At this 
the girls went to consult with a man 


-who was still sitting in a waiting 


taxi. He got out to view the situa- 
tion and, lo and behold, it was the 
orator whom I had seen at John 
Fraser’s meeting. 

On seeing this I approached one 
of the girls and asked her why she 
supported the Common Market. She 
replied: “I don’t specially—in fact 
I have every sympathy for these 
fishermen. But this is my job. I work 
for a PRO firm which is employed 
by the European Movement.” 

Before I could ask any more ques- 
tions, the ubiquitous young man 
ordered the girls back in the cabs 
and they all sped off—presumably 
to some other ‘“‘spontaneous de- 
monstration.” 

I am not agairist political groups 
employing PRO firms to hélp them 
spread their propaganda, but it must 
be remembered that the taxpayer is 
forced to subsidise the European 
Movement to the tune of £7,500 per 
year plus. Therefore its propaganda 
operations strike me as being a 
heavily-financed confidence trick. 

“Say ‘Yes’ to Europe!” say the 
European Movement posters all over 
the country. When are we going to 
get a genuine opportunity to be able 
to say “yes” or.“no” ? — Tom 
Lamb (Wandsworth Naticnal Front 
Party), 45 Alfriston-road, Battersea. 
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ANNI 


I SUPPORT Mr R. A. Pye in 
his sensible and realistic. 
method of distributing tickets 
for the Conservative Common 
Market meetings. 

My friends and I in the 
Bexley branch of the National 
Front Party had no difficulty 
in obtaining tickets. Our indi- 
vidual applications were met 
with speed and efficiency. If 
vetting had occurred, it is 
reasonable to suppose that we 
‘would have been the first to 
suffer under such a scheme. 

The local Labour Party 
official; have scoffed. accused 
and complained, but their true 


concern over British entry 
into the Common. Market 
became apparent in their 


absence, or at least their 
silence at the meeting. 

This is furher proof thet the 
only political organisation that 
is genuinely against signing 
the infamous Treaty of Rome 
is the National Front Party. 

At the meeting on Septem- 
ber 7, we were branded as 
militants, but on the question 
of Europe, that is nothing 
more than we seek to be. 
especially when dealing with 
Mr Edward,Heath or members 
of his.“ pink” Tory Cabinet. 
Any attempt to be reasonable 
with these people is wasted 
effort. 

During the meeting, Mr 
Heath, somewhat enraged, 
said: “ Most cf you come from 
the National Front — and 
everybody knows what the 
characteristics of that organ- 
igation are.” 

I only wish everybody did. 
Maybe I -can hetp by explain- 
ing the main policy points of 
Britain’s. largest patriotic 
organisation :— 


1. It is our aim to seek 
British adherence with our 
kith, kin and friends in New 
Zealand, Australia, ae 
Canada and South . 
instead of falling we ie 
political frame-up in Europe. 


2. We would Stop certain 
types of immigraion and repat- 
riate certain immigrants and 
their dependants, who have 
flooded here under the aus- 
id of the 1948 Nationality 


3. We would clamp down on 
criminals, make sentences fit 
the crime, make prisons less 
like holiday camps, and re- 
introduce hanging for the 
murderers of our police and 
our children. 


4. We would do all in our 
power to make this once more 
a green and pleasant land, 
where progress would 
judged first and: foremost from 
the ecological standpoint, thus 
relegating economics to its 
rightful position. 


In other words, we want to 
make Britain a fine and decent 
place for Britons to live in. 
JAMES TURNER 
(Secretary, Bexley Branch 
National Front Party) 
31, Townley Read, 
Bexleyheath. 
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Now they admit it— 


the CommonMarket 


isinamess! 


FOR YEARS the Common Marketeers have been flooding us with glossy reports about the 
great economic progress of the countries of The Six. When we have protested about the loss 
of national sovereignty involved in British entry into Europe, they have claimed that this is 
a price worth paying for the wonderful economic benefits that we will get from membership. 
What they have declined to do is keep us informed as to just how well the Common Market 
countries are doing economically. Now a report has leaked out which gives the true picture. 


And the true picture is that economically 
the Common Market isn’t doing well at all. 

Unemployment and prices continue to 
rise, while new orders for industry, with a 
few exceptions, stagnate or decline. 

Even in France, which looked two 
months ago as if it might escape the 
general European downturn, the blight is 
spreading. The French National Manage- 
ment Council, an industry association, says: 
“It is in the capital goods industries that the 
picture is most disturbing. The decline in 
orders is steepening, not only from foreign 
markets, but on the domestic scene as well.” 

Moreover, the influential French 
economic publication L’Expansion predicted 
in January that French industrial production 
would rise only 1.7 per-cent this year. At 
the same time French unemployment is 
expected to swell to about 600,000 by the 
end of 1972. 

One of France’s biggest worries is the 
even more pronounced slump in West Ger- 
many, its biggest customer, which buys over 
20 per-cent of all French exports. German 
unemployment continues to rise while pro- 
duction in the key steel industry continues 
to drop, and according to a survey recently 
published by the West German Institute for 
Economic Research, industrial capital spend- 
ing is headed for a 9 per-cent decline this 
year. 


GERMANY IN STAGNATION 


“It is quite clear now that Germany is in 
real stagnation,” says Kurt Richebaecher, 
director of Dresdner Bank, one of Germany’s 
big three. “I do not see where any recovery 
is coming from, for the moment.” 

According to statistics released early 
this year, German unemployment rose at the 
end of last year to the highest year end level 
since 1968. “But these unemployment and 
short-time figures don’t even tell half the 
story,” Herr Richebaecher says. 

“For example, the unemployed are only 
counted on one day, the 15th of the month. 
The 90,000 Volkswagen workers, laid off 
five working days recently which did not 
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EUROCRATS’ PARLIAMENT 


marked by “persistent uncertainty”. 
Italian industrial production fell 3 per- 
cent last year. 


BENELUX TOO 


Belgium and Holland, linked in the 
Benelux Economic Union, are also battling 
stagnation and, like Germany, have turned to 
an easier monetary policy to stimulate 
flagging domestic demand. 

Belgium’s gross national product fell 3 
per-cent behind the growth figure anticipated 
in Government planning. Investment in 
plant and equipment declined 3 per-cent, 
and a recent survey of Belgian businessmen 
reflects expectation of a further 5 per-cent 
decline this year. Dutch investment is 


expected to decline 4 per-cent. 


It has failed to check growing business slump in E.E.C. 


include that date — because of lagging sales. 
This will not show up in the official figures. 

“Nor will the decline in overtime worked. 
Hours worked in industry are down about 
5 per-cent from a year ago, maybe 10 per- 
cent for the whole economy,” he says. And 
he predicts ‘“‘at least 500,000 unemployed 
in Germany by June.” 

The generally quoted statistics do not 
seem to disclose the full depth of the gloom 
in the German steel industry either. For 
instance, recently the Government reported 
that 1971 production of crude steel fell 10.5 
per-cent to 40.3 million metric tons. 

But a spokesman for the German iron 
and steel federation says that last December’s 
daily average production of 93,600 tons was 
down 15 per-cent from a month earlier and 
down 33 per-cent from the rate in the first 
six months of 1971. 

Worst of all, Herr Richebaecher says, 
German exports are “actually turning down 
in real terms, for the first time in German 
post-war history.” 

Nor is there much joy in Italy. Three 
months ago the National Institute for the 
study of the economy declared the !talian 
economy to be in a “regressive piiase” 


The truth is that economic growth in 
the Common Market has been used as a 
convenient carrot to dangle before the 
British public, and in particular British 
businessmen, who are uneasy about other 
aspects of membership. This growth story, 
however, has been based on unreal com- 
parisons. Much of it arises out of the 
inevitable post-war recovery, which was 
bound to be relatively greater on the 
Continent than here because the point from 
which it started was that much lower. As we 
have gradually passed out of that phase 
which could be called the aftermath of the 
war, growth in The Six has been pro- 
gressively less startling. In Europe it has 
been slower than that of Spain, Portugal 
and Greece. When compared with world- 
wide tendencies it has been much slower 
than that of Japan. 

Now the truth about the benefits of 
Common Market membership is coming to 
light, and the effects are becoming spread 
over an increasing part of European industry. 

Needless to say, the predominantly pro- 
Market public media in Britain has not 
given anything like the publicity to these 
facts that they deserve. 


PUBLIC MEETING 


held on behalf of the 


NATIONAL FRONT 


CONWAY HALL 
RED LION SQUARE 
LONDON W.C.1. 


Saturday, April 22nd 7.30 p.m. 


THEME 


ALTERNATIVE 
COMMON MARKET 


JOHN O'BRIEN 
JOHN TYNDALL 


BAD conduct on the part of many M_.P.’s in 
the House of Commons is not a new 
innovation. Vulgar abuse, sleeping, news- 
paper reading, drunken outbursts, inane 
interruptions and the like have always been 
a feature of the proceedings of the House — 
which is the reason why the majority of 
members oppose the televising of important 
debates. 

This boozy oafishness, taken together 
with the high level of absenteeism on the 
part of many members, and the disinclination 
on the part of a substantial number of those 
who do bother to attend ever to speak a 
single word on behalf of their constituents 
for years on end, indicates the degree of 
contempt which our representatives have for 
the institution which is supposed to protect 
our freedoms. 

But even aceepting this long tradition of 
bad behaviour, there can be no doubt that in 
recent months M.P.s’ conduct has descended 
the the level of anarchistic hooliganism. 

The Right Honourable and Gallant Mr. 
Maudling was almost aroused from his 
slumbers on the Government front bench as 
a result of an attempt by the Honourable 
and Charming Bernadette Devlin to throttle 
him. Labour members have ganged up like 
Left Wing students to assault Liberal mem- 
bers who voted with and waved triumphantly 
to Conservative members in a recent Common 
Market debate. One member has already 
been banned from the precincts of the House 
for five days in this session as a result of 
abusing the Speaker. 


REASON FOR DECLINE 


The important thing to be considered, 
though, is not so much the fact of the 
deterioration of members’ conduct, but the 
reason for it, and the effect that decline will 
have on our second most important national 
institution. 

If the ordinary members of the House 
had some vestige of respect for their Party 
leaders, and if they felt in their hearts that 
they were supporting principled policies and 
principled campaigns, then their debates 
might be bitter, but they would be conducted 
with dignity. 

Both Edward Heath and Harold Wilson, 
and their immediate colleagues, have shown 
themselves during the last year or so to be 
totally cynical, utterly unprincipled oppor- 
tunists, shameless liars, whose sole means of 
imposing ‘discipline’ on their followers is 
the crude exercise of patronage bribery and 
behind-the-scenes intimidation. The de- 
grading scenes witnessed on the floor of the 
House are the inevitable outcome of the sick 
tone set by Heath and Wilson. 

The events surrounding the debate and 
vote on the Common Market which took 
place on Friday 17th February serve to 
illustrate the corruption and decay at the top. 

In order to keep happy his anti-Common 
Market supporters, Mr. Wilson, on a visit to 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Gutter Behaviour 


in the Commons 


WESTMINSTER MADHOUSE 
EARNS CONTEMPT OF THE 
PEOPLE 


Bonn, West Germany, on 4th February, told 
a Press Conference that in the event of a 
Labour Government coming to power it 
would demand that the terms negotiated by 
the Conservatives for Britain’s membership 
of the E.E.C. be altered, and that if the 
E.E.C. countries refused to oblige then “we 
would shake hands, thank them for their 
kindness — and withdraw.” (Guardian, 
5/2/72) 

On the day after the Common Market 
debate a Guardian reporter asked the 
staunchly pro-Market Labour M.P. Austen 
Albu why he voted with his party against the 
European Communities Bill. Albu replied: 
“I voted with Labour against the Bill after 
personal assurances from Harold Wilson that 
he did not intend to renege on the Treaty of 
Accession.” 

When was Wilson lying then? To the 
journalists in Bonn, or during a private 
tete-a-tete with Mr. Albu? I suspect he was 
lying to the journalists, for Wilson supports 
the Common Market idea, and has only 
‘discovered’ reasons for ‘opposing’ it when 
Mr. Heath, not himself, was in a position to 
sign the Treaty of Rome. 

But as far as the morale of his supporters 
is concerned, the question of who Wilson 
was lying to and why ‘is ‘not of the first 
importance. The first fact that will register 
with them is that their Leader tells a com- 
pletely different story on fundamental issues 
depending on which audience he is addressing. 
There is a vast gulf between being clever, and 
being too clever by half. The name of that 
gulf is respect. Without respect there can be 
no authority. 


BLACKMAIL 


The behaviour of the Conservative leader- 
ship in their efforts to secure support for the 
European Communities Bill was quite as 
appalling. To begin with, when Heath 
realised that the vote was going to be a close 
call, he announced that he would regard the 
result as a vote of confidence in himself and 
his administration. Such a maneouvre was 
moral blackmail of the worst kind, and 
directly subversive of democratic principles. 

We elect representatives to the House of 
Commons so that they can take decisions on 


important issues — decisions which must be 
based on an objective assessment of their 
merits. The issue at stake over the Bill in 
question was whether or not Parliament 
would hand over its sovereign powers to an 
alien body — the E.E.C. But by declaring 
the vote an issue of confidence in himself. 
Heath was making an ignoble and direct 
appeal to members’ bauk balances, not to 
their sense of duty and idealism. He was 
saying, in effect, “Vote for the Bill, and 
your substantial incomes are assured for the 
next few years. Vote against the Bill, and 
you face a general election and the risk of 
losing your seat at a time when Labour is 
well ahead on the opinion polls.” 


HEATH’S TRICKERY 


Not certain that even that kind of 
pressure on his own supporters would be 
enough to do the trick, he set about trying 
to win non-Conservative allies. Firstly, he 
made peace with Jeremy (“We are relevant”) 
Thorpe, the leader of the Liberal Party 
Group, by sending him a cringing letter 
apologising for using the expression “Bomber 
Thorpe” during a debate on Rhodesia earlier 
in February, which jibe particularly upset 
Jeremy and his chums. 

Then he gave his Home Secretary, 
Maudling, a shot of adrenaline and posted 
the wretched creature at the members’ 
entrance to the House with instructions to 
tout support from Independents. One 
Independent so approached was the Rev. 
Ian Paisley. Maudling drew the Reverend 
Gentleman’s attention to the importance of 
the vote on the Bill, and implied that if the 
vote were against the Government then an 
election would have to be called, with the 
risk of the Labour Party gaining power. 
Maudling then went on to imply that a 
Labour Government would certainly not be 
as well disposed to Ulster as Mr. Heath, so it 
was in Rev. Paisley’s interests to support 
Mr. Heath over the matter of the European 
Communities Bill. 

The fact that Rev. Paisley was of the 
opinion that the European Communities Bill 
was a betrayal not just of Ulster, but the 
whole of the United Kingdom, did not seem 
to register with Maudling. Therefore 
Maudling played what he thought was his 
trump card. He extended to Paisley the 
‘honour’ of a personal and private interview 
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MAN 


Dr. KUBEK 


Saw __ pro-red 


policy from 
the inside. 


THE DUAL ROLE of America as an overt 
bastion against Communism and an under- 
cover helper of Communism was acknow- 
ledged recently in Perth, Western Australia, 
by a man at one time very close to the heart 
of political power in the United States. 

Dr. Anthony Kubek, former political 
adviser to the US Senate, speaking to an 
audience of ex-servicemen, said: 

“I would be less than frank with you if I 
pretended I was altogether satisfied with the 
conduct of American foreign policy.” Dr. 
Kubek then listed the following things that 
had occurred during World War II and after: 


@ In 1941 the US gave the Soviet Union 11 - 


billion dollars through its lend-lease pro- 
gramme — without getting it back. 
@ President Roosevelt issued instructions 
that the Soviet Union was to get priority 
over the US Armed Forces in the, matter of 
equipment, supplies and food. 
@ The unconditional surrender policy 
forced the Germans and the Japanese to 
fight to the last man thus prolonging the war. 
@ In 1943 President Roosevelt criticised 
Britain’s Prime Minister, Sir Winston 
Churchill, to the head of the Soviet Union, 
Joseph Stalin, in an attempt to win Stalin’s 
friendship. 
@ In 1944 Roosevelt and Churchill agreed 
to put their seal to a plan to destroy 
Germany completely, destroying all its fac- 
tories and turning it into a country of 
farmers. The architect of the plan was a 
Soviet agent in the US Government. 
@ During World War II the Treasury 


PRINTING 
SERVICES 


Printing services are available to 
Nationalists at very reasonable rates. 
For estimates write to Box 1933, Spear- 
head, 10 Birkbeck Hill, London, S.E.21. 


Department of the US was infiltrated 
with Communists, as were most other 
Government departments. 

@ In 1945 President Roosevelt made several 

concessions to the Soviet Union, one of 

which gave them 3 votes in the UN General 
Assembly to America’s one. 

Dr. Kubek claimed that the US had done 
much to push China towards Communism. 
He said that the US Government appropriated 
$500 million to Nationalist China. Of this, 
$250 million was to be paid in gold. But 
only $27 million of this reached the Chinese. 
A lot of supplies sent there were dumped in 
the ocean. 

Dr. Kubek said that the loss of Mainland 
China to the Communists resulted in the 
Korean War, and the Vietnam War could be 
traced back to Korea. 

The US had had many opportunities 


U.S. HAS NURTURED WORLD 
COMMUNISM, SAYS SENATE 


since World War II to stem the tide of 
Communism but it-had ignored them. 

During the Cuban crisis in 1962, President 
Kennedy made an agreement with Mr. Krus- 
chev not to invade Cuba and to prevent any 
outside force from doing so. 

What is interesting about Dr. Kubek’s 
speech is that it was not reported in the 
greater part of the world’s press. We only 
heard of it through one of our own corres- 
pondents in Western Australia, who sent us 
a local cutting of the event. 

What Dr. Kubek said amply confirms 
what this magazine has been saying for years 
— that the ‘cold war’ is a fraud and that 
United States policy since the time of 
Roosevelt has been to work hand in glove 
with the Communist world for the destruction 
of the independence of the nations of both 
Europe and Asia. 
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SIR: In all the controversy over the Ulster 
question, pro-Republicans make very adroit 
use of semantics in order to make their 
cause sound attractive, and the biggest 
example of these semantics is ‘the term 


“Irish unity”. The Republican side is 
represented as standing for a “united Ire- 
land” and the Ulster Loyalist side for a 
“divided Ireland’. 

In strict propaganda terms, the word 
“united” is always going to have a greater 
appeal to people than the word “divided”. 
To the average unthinking person there is a 
little voice in the subconscious that is always 
saying “yes, well of course it is better for 
people to be united than divided.” 

“United” and “unity” have, like “free- 
dom”, “democracy”, “human rights” and 
“peace”, an extra dimension of pure 
rhetorical value that the political left always 
exploits to enforce its own argument, for it 
knows that such terms always sound more 
agreeable than their opposites regardless of 
the context in which they apply. 

However, where Ireland is concerned, if 
people sat down and thought for two 


seconds they would realise that the Repub- 


lican side has no right to use the term 
“unity” in this way. Whenever they start 
talking about the “unity of Ireland” they 
should be answered by our saying “What 
about the unity of the British Isles?” 

If a case can be made for Ireland as a 
natural political unit, atleast an equally 
strong case can be made for the British 
Isles as such. The would be “unifiers” of 
Ireland are not deterred by the fact that a 
million people in Ulster at least feel different 
from the rest of Ireland and want no part in 
their union. This would represent an un- 
willing element in a single Ireland of a 
million out of a total of about 4% million, 
roughly 23 per-cent. 

In a united British Isles embracing 59 
million people there would at most be an 
unwilling element (Irish Republicans) of 
3% million, i.e. 6 per-cent. 

The union of the whole British Isles is 
therefore if anything less a ludicrous idea 
than the union of Ireland as at present being 
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proposed. 

The Irish Republicans always talk about 
“unity”. Yet it is they who have brought 
about division. Ireland was united in a 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
up to half a century ago. They broke this 
unity and turned it into division, and for the 
last 50 years they simply have been un- 
willing to face the fact that most of the 
people of Northern Ireland does not want to 
go with them. They refuse to support a 
British Isles with a government.in London 
because, they insist, the Irish are “different”. 
Yet they want to impose a united Ireland 
with a government in Dublin on the North 
despite the fact that the Northern majority 
is every bit as “different” from them as 
they claim to be from the English, the 
Welsh and the Scots. 

T. SCOTT-FLANAGAN 
Blewbury, Berks. 


SIR: I was so glad to see in your issue of last 


month that you have not been led astray by 
all the current birth-control panic. 

Perhaps one thing that you might have 
mentioned is the big commercial vested 
interest that is involved in contraceptive 
devices. In a well known daily paper 
recently a letter appeared that came from a 
man who had been on the sales force of a 
firm making contraceptive pills, and he 
testified to the fact that at a sales conference 
of the firm one of the executives had said 
that it was necessary to subject the British 
public to a massive campaign of propaganda 
in favour of birth-control in order for the 
firm to be able to fully exploit the market 
for its product. 

The propaganda of commercial interests 
happens in this case, as in so many others, to 
well suit those powers that wish to destroy 
the European races. The latter know that 
the coloured races will virtually ignore their 
plea for population control and that the one 
race that will heed it is the White race — 
and indeed probably the most intelligent 
elements among the White race, its natural 
elite. 

If many of us keep on falling for this 
propaganda it will have a genocidal effect on 
our people, equally as bad as race-mixing. 

R. BERNARD 
London, S.W.6 


SIR: The letter from Mrs. Morell about 
Vidkun Quisling raises an interesting point. 

Quisling and others like him were 
branded as ‘traitors’ and in many cases 
executed at the end of the war for co- 
operating with a regime that sought to build 
an integrated European Order to which their 
own countries as nations would be sub- 
ordinated. 

Tell me, what is the difference between 
these people and the highly esteemed and 


lavishly honoured ‘statesmen’ of today in all. 


the three top parties in Britain who support 


the terms of the Treaty of Rome? 

It seems that in the years that have en- 
sued since 1945 black has become white, and 
it is now a perfectly acceptable thing to 
work for the surrender of your country’s 
sovereignty and freedom to a foreign power. 
You may even be given a prize of £36,000 
for it! 

W. S. PENDLEBURY 
Saltdean, Sussex 


SIR: I have just finished reading an article in 
the Readers Digest concerning a Russian 
inspired attempt to cause civil war in 
Mexico and overthrow the legal government. 

It is impossible not to notice a disturbing 
similarity between events in Mexico to those 
in Ulster, and, to a lesser extent in England. 

Considering the recent violence in this 
country one begins to wonder to what extent 
communist agents have infiltrated the Trade 
Unions, Universities, Church, Broadcasting 
Corp. and indeed, at least one of our major 
political parties. 

It seems ludicrous that these people are 
allowed freedom to carry on their subversive 
activities here when similar conditions are 
not enjoyed by us in the communist world. 

I would be interested to know if your 
movement has any proposals for countering 
the above menace, for it does seem apparent 
that neither of the leading political parties 
have the ability or the will to suppress this 
well organised conspiracy. 

CO +1. EEE 
Loxley, Sheffield 


SIR: Having just read my first copy of your 
paper, I must say it is a pleasure to find a 
publication which is not a party to the 
“conspiracy of silence” to which our national 
press seems to subscribe, especially on the 
subject of immigration. 

Like so many others, I voted for the 
Tory Party in the last election on the strength 
of their promise to do something effective 
about this grave problem. 

Now witha golden opportunity arising to 
return several hundreds of thousands to their 
own country, with the opting out of the 
Commonwealth of Pakistan, what do we get? 
Various Tory ministers falling over them- 
selves to reassure these people that this will 
not be done, and moreover that provision 
will be made for them still to come. And this 
in a country with over a million unemployed! 

One really begins to wonder whether we 
are not living in a madhouse. 

A. R. TRUSCOTT (Major) 
Etchingham, Sussex 


Editor’s Note 


Readers are reminded that letters or 
articles printed in this journal do not infer 
our complete endorsement of their contents. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 
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Prosecute the Dirty Truckers 


On Monday 14th February a number of 
newspapers carried a story about a brawl 
which took place the day before at a so- 
called pop concert held in London’s premier 
centre for hippie culture distortion, The 
Roundhouse. 

According to the press reports, a 
comedian who rejoices in the name of “Uncle 
Dirty’ (Robert Altman) was attacked by a 
youth during his act. “Uncle Dirty’ was able 
to floor his assailant, but this impromptu 
turn had the effect of provoking a riot which 
was only quelled after eight people had 
sustained injuries. 

It was obvious from the reports that the 
journalists had not attended the concert 
themselves and had relied for their infor- 
mation on its organisers, because there was a 
lot more to the function that was news- 
worthy and which should have been brought 
to the attention of the public and the 
Authorities. 

According to information received at our 
office from two sources the music — if such 
it may be called — was little more than a 
cover for an exhibition of mind-rotting filth. 
Behind the stage on which the groups were 
playing was mounted a screen on which was 
projected hard-core pornographic films. 

One of these films (Hippie Sex, by Clive 
Films) portrayed in detail all manner of 
couplings that may be engaged in simul- 
taneously between one man and two women. 
This unadvertised ‘attraction’ greatly annoyed 
a small section of the audience who had 
simply come to listen to the music, but it 
had an electrifying effect on large numbers 
of very young teenagers and children who 
were present (it was, after all, a Sunday 
afternoon show) who shrieked at the group 
who happened to be playing at that time to 
get off the stage so that they might see the 
film more clearly. 

Drugs were openly being passed around 
sections of the audience, many members of 
which were seen tottering about in a state of 
stupification. With the combined effect of 
drugs, throbbing over-amplified jungle sounds, 
grand mal inducing stroboscopic lights and 
shock pornography, it is hardly to be won- 
dered that the ‘entertainment’ was disrupted 
by violence. The 2,000 strong audience had 
been deliberately whipped up into a state of 
sub-human hysteria. 

The concert was organised by a clique of 
degenerates called The Greasy Truckers who, 
we are informed, are university students 
hailing from Hampstead and Golders Green 


whose ambition is to establish a Communistic 
hippie “community centre’ in the Immigrant 
infested area of Notting Hill. 

The sick scene which these vicious animals 
promoted can only be described as a classic 
example of the kind of Communist mind- 
bending techniques increasingly employed 
by subversive elements to demoralise and 
render insane Britain’s younger generation. 

The combined effect on young minds of 
frenzied beat music, drugs and public display 
of sexual activity — all of which are cal- 
culated to induce a state of primitive ecstatic 
frenzy — coupled with Communistic propa- 
ganda is undoubtedly traumatic. The 
youngsters subjected to this kind of con- 
ditioning will inevitably come to associate, 
like Pavlovian dogs, “good _ times”, 
“emotional release”, and an hysterical sense 
of “freedom” with Communism. 

It was just this kind of conditioning 
technique that enabled the Mad Mahdi of the 


Sudan to send into battle thousands of 


besotted tribesmen believing that no bullet 
could harm them. Similar techniques were 
employed by the leaders of the notorious 
Tong gangs of old China when training their 
fanatic assassins. The skills of these old 
masters have been perfected by the political 
scientists and psychologists who serve the 
cause of Communist revolution. 

The purpose of the master subverters is 
clear. If a substantial section of Britain’s 
youth can have enough poison pumped into 
their brains to the accompaniment of 
hysterical sensory and emotional stimuli, 
then they will be rendered incapable of 
maturing into responsible citizens with a 
desire to sustain civilised life forms. 

Instead, they will remain, eternally, 
emotionally unstable teenagers, malignant 
Peter Pans — out of step with and hence 
resentful of the society in which they live. 
They will form, along with the outsiders of 
the Coloured Immigrant community, the 
cannon-fodder for the coming Communist 
revolution. The bomb-happy Angry Brigade, 
a direct offshoot of the hippie sub-culture, 
was only a taste of things to come. 

Until a Nationalist administration is 
established in our land the promoters of 
Communist ideas cannot be excised from our 
society. But Communist subversives who 
present pornographic shows to audiences 
made up in part of children and adolescents 
can. Owners of premises who allow such 
shows to be presented and who allow those 
premises to be used for the distribution and 
consumption of dangerous drugs can also be 
brought to book. 


If the Authorities do not take firm 
action in such cases — for fear of what 
effete trendies of Fleet Street and the 
drooling masochists of Parliament might say 
— then independent citizens will take the law 
into their own hands. This is not a threat. 
It is a prediction. A society that does not do 
what is necessary to protect its young does 
not deserve to survive, and I believe the mass 
of ordinary British people want to live — 
and live in dignity. 


Yard Treads on Sensitive Feet 


Passionate outrage was expressed in the 
House of Commons by Labour M.P. Eric 
Heffer on 15th March against the dawn 
raids carried out on the homes of four 
leading members of the International 
Socialists by members of Scotland Yard’s 
Special Branch. A letter complaining about 
the raids by Paul Foot, one of the persons 
whose home was raided, was published in 
The Times. 

It. has been alleged that the raids were 
carried out as part of the investigations the 
Police are making into the bomb attack on 
the Officers’ Mess of the Parachute Regiment 
in Aldershot by I.R.A. supporters. 

“Why pick on decent, peace-loving, law- 
abiding International Socialists?” howl Heffer 
(notorious for his extreme Left Wing views) 
and Foot who, like all other members of the 
International Socialists is a Trotskyite — that 
is, to the Left of the Communist Party. ; 

Could it be, as reported in Spearhead 


-some months ago, that it was the Inter- 


national Socialists who founded a pro-I.R.A. 
front organisation called the Anti-Internment 
League, whose main objective is to campaign 
by means of violent demonstration to return 
imprisoned I.R.A. gunmen to the streets of 
Belfast and Londonderry? 

Could it be that International Socialist 
Branches in many parts of the country have 
provided platforms for self-confessed I.R.A. 
gunmen and have organised collections to 
provide funds for the I.R.A. to buy more 
arms to kill British soldiers? 

Could it be because I.S. members on 
anti-Internment League demonstrations 
chant “Victory to the I.R.A.?” before 
mounting vicious mob attacks on Policemen? 
Could it be that the I.S. believes that the 
Aldershot bombing was only tactically, not 
morally, wrong? 

Could it be that I.S. supporters have 
already carried out petrol bomb, axe attacks 
and armed robberies, against, for example, 
the National Front? 
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WOLVERHAMPTON 


More than 60 Wolverhampton and district 
NF members marched through the streets of 
Wolverhampton on Saturday 4th February in 
order to demonstrate complete support for 
the work of the British Army in Ulster in 
combatting I.R.A. terrorism, and the deter- 
mination of the majority of Britons to 
sustain Ulster as part of the United Kingdom 
for all time. 

For a regionally organised demonstration 
the turnout of NF members was excellent, 
particularly since the activity took place 
during a full-scale blizzard, as our photo 


GUTTER BEHAVIOUR 
Contd. from page 14 


with Mr. Heath. I am delighted to be able to 
report that Rev. Paisley rejected the invitation 
abruptly by use of an expression which is not 
to be found in The Bible, but liberally trans- 
lated means “‘go away!” 


PUT TO THE QUESTION 


Even whilst the debate was proceeding, 
Tory Whips were making frantic efforts to 
pressure their anti-Market rebels, as Andrew 
Alexander of the Daily Telegraph reported. 
“At the end of the chamber Mr. Clark- 
Hutchinson, an old hand at the anti-Market 
business, was accosted by Mr. Pym, the 
Government Chief Whip, early in the debate. 
After some chatting and clock studying Mr. 
Clark-Hutchinson left with Mr. Pym. 

“A visit to the Headmaster’s study? A 
trip to the Whips’ Office to be put to the 
question? 

‘“‘Mr. Mudd, who had the day before been 
a conspicuous nodder during anti-Market 
speeches withdrew into the shadows under 
the Visitors Gallery and listened with less 
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Progress 


| NF MARCH THROUGH BLIZZARD | 


indicates. As the procession moved through 
the City centre numerous shoppers came 
out on the pavements to give the thumbs-up 
sign and shout “Very good! About time too!” 

As a mark of respect for the soldiers, 
policemen and innocent civilians murdered 
by the I.R.A., the NF members wore black 
armbands and kept silent throughout the 
parade. They carried Union Jack flags, and 
posters. The activity won excellent pub- 


licity in the Midlands press, and brought 
great credit on Branch Committee members 
Peter Kane, Ron Davison and Graham Jones. 


visible reactions.” 

These are the techniques, the deceptions, 
the manoeuvrings instigated by Heath and 
Wilson which have had so demoralising an 
effect on ordinary members. How can they 
be expected to behave responsibly when they 
are fully aware that their leaders are playing 
a cynical game in which personal careers and 
short-term party advantage are always put 
before the national interest? 

The danger is that if the proceedings in 
the House regularly disintegrate into vulgar 
and violent shambles, then the corrosive lack 
of respect for Parliament displayed by its 
members will be communicated to an ever 
greater section of the general public. The 
destruction of respect for Parliament and 
other vital national institutions amongst the 
electorate is just what the agents of inter- 
national subversion encourage and capitalise 
upon, for they thrive on such obvious tokens 
of national decadence. 

Unless the present trend is reversed, and 
men are put into Parliament who believe in 
putting Britain first, then Heath and Wilson 
and their cynical supporters will, within a 
few years, have spun enough rope not just 
to hang themselves (no loss!) but to throttle 
the life out of British democracy. 


tlight 


LEICESTER 


Leicester National Front has been 
making great progress in recent months. 
The basis of this success has been the sys- 
tematic cultivation of hundreds of local 
people who several years ago joined the 
Leicester Anti-Immigration Movement 
(AIMS) — which organisation had a life of 
about two or three years. 

The new organiser of the Branch, Mr. 
Graham Eustace, having divided up the NF 
membership into Ward units, allocated a 
section of the lapsed AIMS membership to 
each Ward. Each month the AIMS members 
are given a personal visit, at which time they 
receive a selection of ‘free NF literature. 
Many AIMS members have now agreed to 
join a voluntary subscription scheme whereby 
they donate 25p to the NF Branch and 
receive copies of Spearhead and Britain First. 
A hundred AIMS members, so far, have been 
drawn into the NF orbit by these means, and 
slowly but sure an increasing number of 
these subscribers are being persuaded to take 
out direct membership with the NF. 

As a result of this substantially increased 
support, the Branch has decided to fight six 
seats in the forthcoming City of Leicester 
local elections. The Branch hopes to do 
reasonably well, for a few months ago 
Branch Committee member John Kynaston 
was able to beat the Liberal Party into third 
place in a six cornered fight in a by-election. 

A new NF Branch has just been estab- 
lished in nearby Melton Mowbray, as a 
result of a flood of membership applications 
' following the publication in the Leicester 
Mercury of a letter from Ken Sanders, 
Leicester NF Vice-Chairman, supporting the 
role of British troops in Northern Ireland. 


BRISTOL 


Bristol Branch has announced its firm 
intention of mounting 14 candidates in the 
forthcoming Bristol local elections — two 
more than last year. This is a great moral 
triumph for the Branch as last year an 
incredible and criminal campaign of in- 
timidation was mounted against NF can- 
didates by local student Leftists and certain 
other anti-Nationalist cosmopolitan elements. 

The Branch’s election campaign has got 
off to a good start by the Branch making 
itself responsible for collecting a petition 
deploring the decision of the Tory-controlled 
Bristol Council to forbid the Gloster 
Regiment from marching through the City at 
the end of its tour of duty in Ulster. After 
this and other protests, the Council reversed 
its decision. 
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MANCHESTER N.F. 
ORGANISE FUND— 
RAISING SWIM 


Manchester NF branch have recently 
announced a fund-raising scheme that is 
highly original, at least in NF annals. This 
is a sponsored swim by Miss Suzan M’Kenzie, 
one of the branch’s keenest younger mem- 
bers. Suzan, who is no mean swimmer, aims 
to swim 72 lengths of a local pool, for which 
members and supporters are being asked to 
sponsor her at the rate of £1 a length. When 
the swim is completed, the whole £72 will go 
to NF funds. So far 20 £1 sponsors have 
been obtained. All further offers will be 
welcome. Names and addresses (and £1s) 
should go to Mr. Walter Barton, Manchester 
Branch Chairman, at 23 Ashmoor Road, 
Manchester M22 6FD. 

Manchester Branch are to be con- 
gratulated on this initiative. Now what 
branches can come forward with other bright 
fund-raising ideas to match? 

Progress in Lancashire continues. 
Thriving branches exist now in Manchester 
and Blackburn and keen young branches have 
recently been formed in Bury and Bolton, 
with plans to launch another just over the 
county border in Stockport very shortly. 
With the Pennine motorway now linking 
Lancashire and Yorkshire very swiftly, 
branches from both sides of the Chain can 
cooperate much more easily in joint activities 
for the promotion of the movement in the 
North of England as a whole. 

Yorkshire is one of the few areas of the 
country where the NF has not prospered in 
the last year, but it is hoped that after a 
recent reorganisation and backed by Lanca- 


shire strength it will soon get on its feet again. 


Advt. 


Trade Unionists! 


What are your leaders doing about im- 
migrant labour? Unemployment, over- 
crowding and economic recession make re- 
patriation essential. The Trade Union Anti- 
Immigration Movement campaigns for this. 
Annual membership is SOp. Write for 
application form to: 

TRU AIM, P.O. Box 
N22 6AW. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


As we have informed our readers, Spear- 
head needs to raise a sum of £500 over and 
above ordinary income from sales in order to 
continue publication for the year 1972. 
Since our last appeal we have received con- 
tributions to the value of £33.50 We there- 
fore still need to raise £164.00 All help will 
be welcome. Please send your contribution 
to: 10 Birkbeck Hill, London S.E.21. 


112, London 


Don't Miss Big Meeting, April 22! 


THE NATIONAL FRONT hopes that the meeting at Conway Hall on 
April 22nd will be the biggest yet meeting of its history, and has asked us to 
make an appeal to all members and followers to make every effort to attend. 

The meeting has been fixed for a Saturday so that more people can come 
from the provinces than would normally be possible. We ask branch leaders to 
do all they can to organise parties to make the trip. 

For those seeking the location of the meeting, Conway Hall, in Red Lion 
Square is five minutes’ walk from Holborn underground station at the top of 
Kingsway. In the station is a local map on which the spot can be found. 
Holborn station is easily accessible from all parts of London. 

This meeting, like the annual Cenotaph march, is very much a test of the 
strength of the NF and it is our desire that the very maximum strength be 
shown. We do earnestly request all supporters to do their utmost to make this 
trip. They should not be disappointed, for it should be a great occasion and 
should really help to put the NF on the map. 


SUPPORT ULSTER LOYALIST 
DEMONSTRATION 


We have been asked to draw readers’ attention to a march and demonstration being 
organised by the British Loyalist Committee in solidarity with Loyalists in Northern 
Ireland. The Committee, operating from Liverpool, is promoting this march in London and 
organising special trains from the North for that purpose. The march will leave Hyde Park 
Corner at 2 p.m. on Saturday, April 29th, but participants are asked to get there earlier for 
purposes of assembling. The march will proceed to Trafalgar Square where a demonstration 
will be held. 

This is a march in which all can participate, regardless of religion, who support the rule 
of the Crown in Northern Ireland, and who oppose IRA terrorism. 

At the time of going to press it is not certain whether the use of Trafalgar Square for the 
meeting will be affected by the ban recently announced against certain other types of Ulster 
meeting there. If so, it is expected that an alternative venue will be found for the meeting 
in another part of Central London. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 408 Seven Sisters Road, 
London, N.4. (Tel. 01 802 7866) 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 
spent. 
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LABOUR PLANS 


NEW COLOURED 
INVASION 


A NEW COLOURED INVASION involving a massive influx of immigrants is 
planned by the Labour Party for when it returns to power. 

Labour’s policy on immigration at the last election, devised to prevent the 
loss of masses of working class votes, has been completely overhauled in a 
policy document which comes down firmly for the elimination of immigration 
quotas based on race or country of origin. 

The document, which has the approval of the National Executive Com- 
mittee, suggests that the restrictions governing the entry of East African Asians 


should be lifted. 

The cornerstone of the report is a 
proposal that the meaning of the term 
‘‘British citizenship”’ should be closely 
re-examined. A person could claim a 
right to U.K. citizenship after three 
years if he was admitted here “‘with a 
view to settlement” or if he came with 
a short stay in mind. Such rights 
would also be extended to wives or 
children under 16 at the date of 
application. 

During the two years in which the 
report has been prepared its members 
have come to the conclusion that 
instructions to immigration officers 
‘“‘blatantly discriminate” between 
aliens — who are treated more favour- 
ably — and Commonwealth citizens of 
coloured race. 

The party wants to see safeguards 
introduced against what it calls “the 
abuse of administrative discretion”’; in 
particular it wants the retention of the 
appeals procedure and its extension of 
the procedure against the refusal to 
renew a work permit. 

Another proposal is the transfer of 
control functions from the police to 
civilian authorities. Civil rights would 
be extended to all U.K. residents, 
whether temporary or permanent. 

Identity cards would not need to 
be carried by new entrants, whether 
admitted with a view to settlement or 
not. A similar rule would apply in 
relation to work permits. The report, 
however, points out: that “fair trans- 
itional provisions’ should be estab- 
lished for those already in the U.K. 

The immigration document is re- 
ported as likely to be incorporated 
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into the major policy plan which the 
party is preparing as a basis on which 
to fight the next election. It will be 
debated by the party’s annual con- 
ference this year. 

It is quite clear why Labour has 
undergone this change of face on the 
immigration issue. At a time when 
immigration was at the forefront of 
public controversy, the party was 
under terrific pressure from public 
Opinion to introduce certain restric- 
tions into its policy. Now that the 
Common Market and the unemploy- 
ment issue have, just temporarily, 
forced immigration into the back- 
ground, Labour is planning to return 
to its old policy, which is ““Let them 
all in!” 

Why does Labour stand for this 
policy? It does so for two reasons. 
The concept of a multi-racial society is 
written deeply into the ideology of 
the party, and much of thinking on 
policy is done by woolly liberals ob- 
sessed with this aim. Secondly, a 
reason by no means woolly: Labour 
knows that a growing coloured im- 
migrant population, unsettled and dis- 
contented with its lot, represents a 
vast potential in voting power and for 
activist recruitment on the left. 

The Labour Party’s blatant double- 
cross of the working class electorate of 
this country needs to be exposed with 
all the energy that we can command. 
Let the public know that this party is 
the party of alien interests and its 
identification with the British working 
man a wholesale fraud! 
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